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The ADIN ARGUS, the end of the
hand press era of country weeklies.
LEWIS

A.

PRYOR

Author's Biographical data: Serials Librarian, Humboldt State University;
member, Printing Historical Society, British Printing Society and California
Library Assn.; proprietor of the "Before Press;" graduate of San Jose State
College and University of Washington. Previous articles have appeared in
California Librarian, Small Printer and Private Press Books, and the journal
of the Printing Historical Society. Is presently working on a history of job
type cases and the hand lever platen presses.

May 29, 1941 marked the end of an era in California journalism
and printing history. On that date in the Modoc County village of
Adin was published Volume 59, No. 42 of the Adin Argus, the last
issue of a newspaper of legal general circulation in the state
to be printed from hand set type on an iron hand press.1 The
Adin Argus was typical of the hundreds of pioneer journals
established in the Far West soon after the first settlement of the
areas they were to serve, except for its retention of the traditional
hand processes in its mechanical production until such a late date.
It is the purpose of this paper to trace its history as a tribute to a
typographic era now past.
Although by 1864 a few hardy settlers had located in Surprise
Valley in the eastern part of what is now Modoc County, permanent settlement was slow to occur elsewhere in the county until
after the Modoc War of 1872-73. The Big Valley region of Modoc
County lies along its southwest border and extends south into
Lassen County, and it was first settled in 1869 by Adin Guiney
McDowell and Samuel Nebecker, both from the western section of
what was then all Siskiyou County. The town of Adin, named after
its co-founder, 2 prospered as a trading and shipping center in the
early 1870's. Its economy was also based on livestock raising and
general farming in Big Valley. 3 4 By the late 70's Adin township's
population had climbed to over 9005 and the region's prospects
seemed bright enough to make it a promising location for' a weekly newspaper. Lafayette Samuel Barnes, born in 1852 in Illinois
and a printer by trade, purchased a press, type and other materials
needed to publish a country weekly from the San Francisco printer's supply house of Painter and Co. 6 and on September 12, 1878,
he published vol. 1, no. 1 of the Adin Hawkeye.
Barnes must have found the going hard, for in the issue of
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Palmer & Rey Washington hand press used to print the ADIN
ARGUS- now in the Haggin Museum, Stockton, California.
Nov. 21, 1879, we find him pleading in print, "We will take butter,
eggs, bacon, wheat, oats or barley at the market price in payment
for subscription." As was the case with many of the remote far
west weeklies, the Hawkeye published many land claim notices
required by law from settlers and others filing and 'proving' on
their homestead, timber, mining, and desert land claims. These
had to be paid in cash and probably accounted for most of the
ready money income of the Hawkeye .
Though Lafayette Barnes was a printer, a qualification not
possessed by some of the Adin publishers to follow him, nevertheless he found it expedient to hire help in his office. James W.
Malone, who at other times established the Anderson Enterprise
and the Orland Times, worked for Barnes in 1879.7 A story in the
Hawkeye for October 14, 1880, reports a minor fire in the premises
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and how ". . . Bedford, typo of the office" acted promptly and
effectively to extinguish the blaze. The "Modoc County Great
Register of Voters, 1874-1886," lists a Henry Edward Bedford, residence Adin, occupation printer, who registered to vote August 15,
1880.
The Hawkeye discontinued publication late in 1880, possibly
with the November 19 issue.8 Comparisons of the page size and
type faces used by the Hawkeye and the journal to follow nearly
a year later indicate that the Hawkeye's press, type and other
equipment left Adin, probably with the erstwhile publisher, who
was later to be the editor of the Redding Independent.
After the town had been without a paper for about nine months
the first issue of the Adin Argus made its appearance August 11,
1881. Editor and publisher of the new venture was Benjamin
Franklin Frank who in the first issue editorialized in part, "At
Adin on this 11th day of August, A.D., 1881, was born a Child of
Fate. Its christian name is Argus. It owes its paternity mostly to
the publisher, and is born into the world a good sized fledgling,
strong and sound of wind and limb and under the most favorable
auspices for future greatness and usefulness. In hopeful anticipation of its long life and historic fame in after days we are com. pelled to briefly describe the place of its nativity . . ."
General appearance and layout of the new weekly was much
the same as hundreds of other four-page country weeklies published all over the West.9 Page size was 18" x 24" with six or
seven 13-pica columns depending upon the amount of editorial
matter and advertising available. All four pages were printed from
hand set type on an iron hand press, make and type unknown, but
most likely a Washington made in the eastern states.
Little can be learned of Ben Frank other than the Modoc
County Register of Voters for 1874-1886 shows that he registered
to vote September 25, 1882, giving his residence as Adin and his
occupation as printer.
Frank was not to remain long as sole publisher. In the early
spring of 1882 the name of C. H. Cutter appears on the masthead
as co-publisher of the Argus. The Great Register for Adin Precinct, Big Valley Township, Modoc County, lists Charles. Hamlin
Cutter as born in Maine in 1853 and his occupation, 'laborer.'
From the files of the earlier Adin Hawkeye we learn that in
1879 C. H. Cutter was the Adin Township Justice of the Peace,
a real estate and insurance agent, and he operated a bill collecttion service. Nowhere is there any record of Cutter calling himself
a printer nor of anyone referring to him as such.

3

In January, 1883, Frank disposed of his interest in the Argus
to Samuel A. Wilson, a local business man of varied interests.
Wilson was co-owner of the Adin Planing Mill and represented
several "first class" fire insurance companies. The Argus issue for
February 1, 1883, lists Wilson and Cutter as co-publishers. This
partnership continued until the fall of 1884 when Cutter left the
enterprise, and the Argus for November 13, 1884, shows S. A.
Wilson as sole proprietor.
By 1885 the paper seemingly was doing fairly well. Palmer and
Rey's "Pacific States Newspaper Directory, 1884-1885," lists Adin
with a population of 600 and the circulation of the Argus at the
-same figure. By comparison, the same source shows Alturas, the
county seat, as having a population of 700 and its only newspaper,
the Modoc Independent, with a circulation of 460. (The Modoc
Independent was the county's first newspaper. It was established,
along with the county itself, in 1874. )
Very soon after becoming the sole proprietor of the Argus, S. A.
Wilson turned over the editorial duties to his son, Ezra Morton
Wilson (b. 1866), though his connection with the paper was not
formalized by inclusion of his name on the paper's masthead until
the issue of May 10, 1888. Apparently inclusion of his name on
the masthead signaled his greater authority in running the Argus,
for at the same time the front page flag changed from a plain
modern roman to one of the excessively ornate black face types
that were overflowing the shelves of the type founders of that
era. He also changed the page one flag from Adin Argus to Weekly Adin Argus, probably to give a better display of the new type.
By July 1889 E. M. ("Mort") Wilson was both editor and
publisher, for his father's name no longer appeared in the masthead. Young Wilson continued as editor and publisher for nearly
ten years during which time he also served as Adin justice of the
peace and postmaster. He had the same trouble as his Hawkeye
predecessor and countless other country weekly publishers, that of
collecting his outstanding subscription accounts. In the issue of
November 21, 1889, he makes the plea, "We can use a few potatoes, a little grain, a few cords of wood and lots of hard cash. Our
subscribers will please bear this in mind . . ." (Young Wilson had
married the preceding July, and thus had additional reasons to be
willing to accept subscription payments "in kind!")
During his tenure on the Argus "Mort" Wilson was able to keep
the circulation up to around 525, a respectable figure considering
that the population of Big Valley had reached a peak and was
probably beginning to decline a little. So when the full time
4

position of manager of the recently formed Big Valley Cooperative
Association was offered to him late in 1896 Wilson decided to
accept. This necessitated his giving up the Argus and the postmastership.11
In the issue for January 28, 1897, Mort Wilson announced the
sale of the Weekly Adin Argus to Luther Grant McDowell, the
son of Adin's co-founder. "Lute" McDowell was born in Oregon
in 1865 and moved with his family first to Adin and then to
Alturas in 1882 where he was living at the time he bought the

Argus.
He was a man of many parts. He ran the family farm near
Alturas and some time in his youth he learned the rudiments at
least of the printer's trade, almost certainly on the Modoc I ndependent. He had musical talent and played cornet and trombone in
the local bands and orchestras. Later he was agent for Baldwin
pianos. Until the coming of the movies to Alturas just before
World War I, McDowell was involved in nearly all the local
entertainment activities. In addition to the band and orchestra
activities, he served as caller at square dances, promoted, directed
and acted in Alturas dramatic presentations, and was active in
fraternal affairs. 12
At the same time he took over the Argus, McDowell was appointed Adin postmaster. 13 The newspaper and the postoffice
shared quarters, and by some sort of unofficial agreement the
postmastership was held by all the Argus editors at least from Mort
Wilson's tenure to 1940. The Argus was to remain the property of
Luther McDowell for nearly six years, and for the first three and a
half he ran the paper alone.
It should be noted that McDowell was the first editor-publisher
of the Argus since Ben Frank who can be identified as a printer
or at least one understanding the rudiments of the craft. There is
nothing in the records to indicate that Cutter or the two Wilsons
ever learned the "Art preservative of all arts."
Cutter and the Wilsons probably employed a succession of
'hands' in the Argus' shop. One account has it that a Jake Laufman
worked as printer there in the early 1890's.l 4 R. H. Stanley ( 18601930), a journeyman printer and later the editor-publisher of the
Cedarville Suprise Valley Record homesteaded near Adin about
1889 and worked off and on for Mort Wilson on the Argus until
early in 1892. 15
In addition to these two identified artisans, Cutter and the Wilsons undoubtedly also employed a succession of tramp printers who
5

Luther Grant McDowell, 1866-1952 at thirty-two years.
drifted from shop to shop in those times, 16 working anytime from
a few days to a few months until the lure of new places and faces
or John Barleycorn became irresistible. It was also not unusual to
employ women as compositors and for other light work on the
pioneer weeklies, but the presswork was always a man's job. At
the time of this writing at least one lady still lives who set type
for the Argus during its later years.
After the birth of his first child in April, 1900, Luther McDowell
resolved to return to Alturas probably because his farm, musical
activities and other interests demanded his presence there. So on
August 20, 1900 McDowell either hired or took into partnership
Edwin Stanton Pickard, the man who was to see the Argus
through to its last issue as an independent publication nearly fifty
years later.
Edwin Pickard was born near Susanville, Lassen County, in 1866
of pioneer parents who came West from Indiana by wagon train
in 1862, and he spent his entire early life in Lassen County. After
attending the local schools, he was, at 16, taken as a printer's apprentice on the Susanville Lassen Advocate for the then customary
term of six years. After completing his apprenticeship in 1888,
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Pickard left the Advocate and for the next twelve years farmed
with his brother Clarence in the remote north eastern area of
Lassen county near the community of Red RockP
Why Edwin Pickard forsook steady employment at a trade he
had spent six years to learn- journeyman printers were in constant
demand those days in all the larger cities of California- and instead
elected to spend the best years of his young manhood on a remote
ranch in northeast California is hard to say, but the fact that he
did gives some valuable indications as to why and how he was to
spend the next 47 years on the Argus.
As soon as Edwin Pickard arrived in Adin he took over both
the editorial and printing duties of the Argus and McDowell moved
back to Alturas and his relation to the Argus became essentially
that of a silent partner. Things apparently went along without
incident until an event occurred near Adin that was to induce the
two publishers of the Argus to produce the only publication other
than the Weekly Adiri Argus to ever come from the Argus' presses.
The event was the quintuple lynching in May, 1901, of the socalled Hall Gang in the hamlet of Lookout, about 12 miles from
Adin. As the Lookout lynchings have recently received competent
historical treament18 no account of the unhappy affair will be
given here except to say that a good many families in the AdinLookout area had male members with more than a passing interest
in the crime and the trial that was to follow.
Trial of the suspected lynchers began in Alturas late in November 1901 and concluded with a speedy acquittal by the jury the
following February. Here a word must be said about Modoc
County geography and communications in 1901-1902. The distance
then, and now, by road between Adin and Alturas is about 42
miles with Lookout another 12 miles west of Adin. No railroad
connected any of these communities and the roads then may be
charitably described as primitive. This region averages over 4000
feet in elevation and the road between Adin and Alturas, at one
point ascends to over 5000 feet. It was a day's stage trip in good
weather, not counting the Adin-Lookout segment, and the snows
and freezing weather of December to March often halted all travel
for days at a time.
There was, however, telegraph service between Alturas and
Adin; the California and Nevada Telegraph Company's line ran
south from Alturas to Susanville, thence back to Adin. It did not
continue on to Lookout.
So when the trial of the lynching suspects began in late November 1901 the residents of Adin and Lookout ordinarily would
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have received news of the progress and events of the trial only
from the two weekly Alturas papers and the occasional traveler
passing through. But because there were more than a few Big
Valley residents who were very interested in receiving rapid, frequent and continuous news from Alturas regarding the trial's
actions, McDowell and Pickard hit upon an unusual strategem to
fill this need and as a result the Daily Argus was born and continued for 43 issues. Me Dowell, in Alturas, attended each session of
the trial, and as soon as the day's proceedings were concluded he
went to the Alturas telegraph office and transmitted his notes to
Adin where they were received and transcribed in the telegraph
station in Knight's store.
As soon as the transmission was concluded Pickard took the
transcription to the Argus office, set_ it in type with little or no
editing and proofreading, and printed it on six by eight inch
sheets of newsprint on the office's job press. It would seem that
they were then delivered immediately to a select group of subscribers. Probably the Lookout subscribers had to wait until the
. next morning to receive their copies as they had to be carried
by horseback to that hamlet. The limited and selective distribution
of the Daily Argus is evidenced by the fact that the usual newspaper lists and bibliographic sources make no mention of it, nor do
the California State Library or the University of California Ban-

E. S. Pickard and his first wife, Alice, 1904.
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is supposed to have made is to tbE
effect that he was a member of mob
that committed lyn'chinjl, and that he
bas implicated all those who hue
been arrested.

PUBLISHED BY

.Mc!JJOWELL 0-- fPICK.ArR.rJJ

NO NEW DEVELOPMENTS.

Ar[nment on Writ of Habeas
Corpns in Pro[ress at Noon.
~p

.,.j,,J D1"putc·h to tbe ABaus.

ALTURAs, CAL. Jau. 4, 1902.
Vay hns been full of iucidents con·
lle.::tc:J with Lookout lynching case,
but so far as puhlic are concerned
there ha \'C Leen no scnslltional den,[.
Op1II .. tlt:=).

NO. 25

It has been reported that one Claud
Morris P.bri one other had also made
confession. This is deniP.d by Morris
who this moFning told hi& mother that
he had made no statement to attorney for prosecution. and that he had no
statement whatever to make, as he
had told all he knew when he was on
stand in court, and could tell oo more.
He was returning from his home in
Lookout I .. st night on the BieberAlturas stage, nnd a short distance
below to"'n was tnken out of stago into covered wagon by three men supposed to be detectives, and driven
about until dark, and was brought to
Grand Central hotel, and the entire

::So far ouly one st:ttement has bP.tn night was spent in tryiug tb get
obtained through report this morning st,tteouent which he ued.. reJ it was
and la:; t night, ~aid that thme meu impossible for him to make.
h td eonfes;;ed, implicating all those
It is believed that grand jury will
who h:p·c• Lt·ea arr•.:sted lust night and retu:·u seventeen indictments which
this ouoming, and charged with the, will be principally on Hutton's testimurder of Cal Yin Hall.
That one is l•nony.
Hutton before making his
J ohu Hutton, and he has been before statment has been on shnd in court
grand jury greater part of to day three timt·s and each time st>\ted unmaking his statement.
Statement der oath that he knew nothing further
which he was to make and which he of case. Thi3 after noon C. C. Auble

I

9

ADIN ARGUS building ca. 1901.

croft Library have any record of it. James 0. Souther19 encountered
no complete copies of the Daily Argus in his research and only
one or two photographic copies of short clippings from it. Quite
by chance, the author in pursuing data for this history of the
Weekly Adin Argus, came upon a file of the last 23 isues of the
Daily Argus in private hands. All attempts to locate any of the
earlier 20 issues have been without success. It was published from
about December 1, 1901 to January 28, 1902.
It is to be regretted that the full circumstances surrounding the
early example of newsletter journalism will probably never be
known. The communities' determined efforts to eliminate all local
contemporary records regarding the Lookout lynchings and the
subsequent trials has resulted in all Modoc county newspaper files
for 1901 and 1902 being destroyed or at least withheld from public
view and record.20 Likewise, most of the Modoc County official
records relating to the investigations, indictment, and trial of the
Lookout conspirators have disappeared.
From what is known of the temperaments, personalities and
talents of the two Argus publishers it seems reasonable to assume
that Luther McDowell conceived and planned the Daily Argus
from Alturas while Pickard handled its promotion, printing and
distribution from Adin. Had not the two men been situated as they

10

were, the Daily Argus would have been a practical and economic
impossibility. Even under these conditions it was unable to survive
to the trial's end, but ceased "for lack of patronage" after 43
issues. 21
In the early fall of 1902 Edwin Pickard took over sole proprietorship of the Argus from Luther McDowell, perhaps by pre-arrangement dating back to when he came to Adin in 1900, and on September 1 of the same year Pickard received his appointment as
Adin postmaster, a position he was to hold until1940.~ 2
From 1902 until the last issue of the Argus as an independent
newspaper, its history and content reflect the attitudes, needs,
opinions and life style of its publisher, editor, compositor and
pressman, Edwin S. Pickard. To recount the next 45 years of the
Argus must perforce be also a continuing biography of "Pick"
Pickard, as he was affectionately known throughout northeastern
California.
After the excitement of 1901 and 1902, life in Big Valley went
back into its quiet ways, and Pickard settled into the routine of
publishing the little weekly. Physically, the paper of 1902 was still
four pages of local print although some syndicated 'boiler plate'
was used, mostly farmers' advice and the heavily sentimental
serialized fiction favored by rural readers of that unsophisticated
era. Sheet size was 24" x 36" and each 18" x 24" page usually contained seven 13 picas (21/6") columns. (ln 1916, probably as a
result of war time exhortations to conserve paper, the Argus'
sheet size was reduced to 22" x 30" making the page 15" x 22",
with six 13 pica columns. )
Matters went uneventfully for Pickard and his new venture in
1902 and 1903, but in the afternoon of August 26, 1904, disaster
struck. A fire razed the Argus' building, also destroying A. B.
Chace's jewelry store, and the postoffice which shared quarters
with the newspaper. The Argus' big hand press and most of the
other printing equipment was ruined, but somehow the little
"Lightning" clamshell job press and two cases of type escaped
serious damage. 23 Pickard salvaged the small press and used it to
print reduced size (About 9" x 12") issues of the Argus, thus
maintaining continuous publication although they consisted almost
entirely of timber claim notices. Had this not been accomplished
and Pickard been forced to suspend publication, it probably would
have resulted in revocation of the Argus' legal status as a newspaper of general circulation, and the consequent loss of all legal
notice advertising. This was strictly cash business, and as noted
earlier, a major cash revenue source; hence was something Pickard
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could ill afford to lose.
The timber claims notices which filled the emergency issues of
the Argus were probably printed from type forms first set and
printed in the nearby (ten miles) Bieber Big Valley Gazette who
then loaned them to Pickard. The Gazette's columns for this period
were full of timber claim notices, all datelined Susanville where
the U.S. Land Office for Modoc and Lassen Counties was then
located.
Immediately after the fire, Pickard made a hurried trip to San
Francisco to obtain replacements for his ruined press and other
equipment. There he purchased a used Palmer and Rey Washington hand press, eight column size, with bed measuring 29" x 43"
and the platen 25" x 39". This press, still in existence, bears serial
number 74 and is one of a half dozen or so whose present whereabouts are known. 24 The Palmer & Rey Company was the largest
West Coast printer's equipment dealer and type foundry from the
late 1870's until it was merged into the American Type Founders
.trust in 1892. Ralph Green, in his study of American iron hand
presses, 25 shows the Palmer and Rey Washington as being made
in San Francisco from 1881 to 1892. Green's study plus a careful
review of West Coast printing equipment dealers' catalogs and
house organs seem to prove conclusively that the Palmer and Rey
Washington was the only iron hand press to have been manufactured on the West Coast. It is most appropriate that the last
newspaper to be printed in California on an iron hand press was

ADIN ARGUS building March 1971.
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done on a Palmer and Rey machine.
The Argus' building was quickly rebuilt, the Palmer & Rey
press was installed and first used to print the issue of October 27,
1904. The Argus' premises received its first electric lights about
this time, for the Adin Electric Light & Power Co. had been formed
earlier in 1904 to supply current from a gasoline engine-driven
dynamo to business and residential subscribers. Edwin Pickard
was one of the company's incorporators.
The year, 1904, was also the year of Edwin Pickard's first marriage. Oldsters in the community still relate with sympathic amusement the circumstances of his courtship, and it is another clue to
Pickard's personality and attitudes toward life. He "met" his bride
through correspondence arranged by a lonely hearts club. The
lady was Miss Mary Alice Small, a school teacher in Pennsylvania.
He journeyed back to her home for the ceremony, and probably
the long train and stage trip back to Adin constituted their honeymoon. Their wedding picture, a stiffly posed formal portrait was
not made in Pennsylvania nor in Adin where Mrs. Mary Lee Wilson, wife of E. M. Wilson, the erstwhile Argus' editor and publisher, operated a photo studio in the upstairs of her home, but
rather the newly wed Pickards chose to go to his old home town
of Susanville to have the picture taken.
Those who remember her generally agree that the first Mrs.
Pickard was a quiet, reserved, straightlaced, but very intelligent
woman, much involved in church work and such cultural and
social activities as the small and isolated community could offer.
She regularly helped with the work of getting out the Argus and in
running the postoffice. Their only child, a son, Neyman, was born
in 1906.
Within four years after assuming full control of the Argus,
Edwin Pickard had laid all the bases for what was to be a 47-year
career. Being a family man, the local postmaster, and newspaper
publisher all gave him stature as an important member of the community. In 1906 he was elected to the board of directors of the
Adin Electric Light & Power Co. He registered to vote 31 days
after arriving in Adin in 1900 and never let his franchise lapse.
As a staunch Republican, he was active in local political affairs,
but never stood for public office, though he did serve briefly as
Adin Township justice of the peace in 1903.
He was very interested and involved in fraternal affairs and
joined nearly all the branches of Freemasonry including the Shrine.
He served as Master of the Adin Masonic lodge and afterward was
elected secretary of the lodge, holding that office for over thirty
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years. He also belonged to the Odd Fellows and the Rebeccas.
The man's character, integrity, behavior and outlook on life in
general admirably suited the quiet, stable, conservative and isolated
community that was Adin. The author has talked with dozens still
in the ai·ea who remember him, and the consensus opinion of these
people is that Edwin Pickard was a good man and truly beloved
by the community.
Not surprisingly, he was a teetotaler, nor did he smoke. His
recreational needs seemed to have been satisfied by his participation in the various community groups to which he belonged.
Amateur theatricals especially delighted him, and it was a rare
public entertainment event in Adin that Edwin Pickard did not
have a part in, often both as author and performer. For years he
sang in the Congregational Church Choir. Several recall that he
was very fond of reciting poetry, something he could be called
upon to do with little urging.
The Argus under his editorship reflected well both the man and
the community; quiet, non-controversial, matter-of-fact, easy going
and with no mission but to live and let live. A better understanding can be conveyed by citing some statistics. Between 1880 and
1950 California's population increased 2200%, Modoc County
115% and Adin-Lookout Township by barely 14% .26 Most of the
increase the county did have during this period was in the Alturas
area as it became the trading, financial and governmental center
of the county.
Communications, trade, industrial and agricultural patterns of
the region changed as the 20th century progressed, and Adin
steadily lost ground in all fields. When the railroad was put
through the county in 1908-12, Adin was not on the line, and she
quickly lost the business brought by the wagon train teamsters
stopping there overnight enroute to and from Alturas and Redding.27 The coming of the automobile and accompanying road
improvement even further cut Adin's role as an overnight stop
town on what is now State Route 299. The brewery and
flour mill closed. Increased mechanization of agriculture and the
trend to larger farms operated by fewer workers sent dozens of
farm families, or at least their sons and daughters, out of Big
Valley. In short the urbanization and industrialization of America
took its toll of people and opportunity in Modoc County and
even more so in Adin and Big Valley.
In 1923 Pickard, then nearing 60, and probably finding it increasingly difficult to fill four pages with locally assembled rna14

terial, went over to Western Newspaper Union 'patent outsides.'
The news syndicate furnished pages one and four printed complete with the Argus' front page flag, volume numbering and date
line, and Pickard only had to fill two forms with local ads and
news and print pages two and three. The use of the W.N.U. preprint continued for the remainder of the Argus' independent
existence.
Circulation of the Argus declined steadily from 1905 when an
estimated 500 copies of each issue were printed, until in the cruel
depression year of 1935 the figure was only 185. (In the 1920's
Pickard took on the agency for a fire and casualty insurance company as a sideline to increase his income) . The W .W . II years
saw things improve a little and on May 29, 1941, the hand press
was used for the last time to print the Argus.28 An old, handfed
drum cylinder press powered by an electric motor, was installed,
relieving the aging Pickard of the labor of 'pulling the bar' once
for each copy printed. On a hand press this involved inking the
type form with a hand roller, laying on the sheet, closing the
frisket and tympan, running in the bed, pulling the bar, running
out the bed, opening the frisket and tympan, removing the printed
sheet, and repeating the process until the press run was complete.29
On February 1, 1940, after serving for nearly 38 years, Pickard
retired as Adin postmaster. He was then nearly 74 years old, eight
years past the usual retirement age. Though declining in physical
vigor, but mentally as alert as ever, Pickard continued publishing
his little paper all through the W .W . II years, but circulation declined to 200 in 1945 after climbing a little in the late 30's and
early 40's.
Finally, in the spring of 1947, Pickard decided it was time to
let go, and in the Argus for May 29, 1947, he made the announcement that "We have disposed of our interest in the Weekly Adin
Argus to Mr. and Mrs. I. R. Delbon, publishers of the Fall River
Tidings and Burney Logger . . . on account of advancing years."
He goes on to say that " . .. for more than 47 years we have been
able to carry on and we hope we have been able to accomplish
some good for the community . . . To the old friends who have
helped us over the rough spots, we want to say again, 'We thank
you.'"
And so ended the last hand set newspaper in California30 and
one of the longest terms of continuous publication by one individual. The reasons for Pickard's clinging to the outmoded hand
methods of producing his paper were several. For one thing, the
15

Argus' circulation never increased to the point where any improvement in printing techniques were needed; on the contrary, we
have seen how its circulation declined through the years. Even assuming that Pickard may have wanted to purchase a Linotype and
other equipment that would have reduced his hand labor, it is
questionable that it would have been within his financial resources
to do so. But probably the most important reason was that of the
man himself. His needs were few; he had other income (the Postmastership for one) and he was content with things as they were,
for had he not been, he would have left Adin long since; and lastly, there were those twelve years spent on the Red Rock farm in
his prime young manhood years. They kept him out of the printing
scene during years of important mechanical innovation, principally
the Linotype; so when he did return to the craft, it was with skills
and processes of another day, but with them he found contentment
and community acceptance, things more often sought than found
by many others.
There is little more to tell. Irving Delbon, the new owner,
junked all the Argus' antiquated equipment except the hand press
and the "Lightning" jobber which he put into storage.31 He continued publishing the Argus, printing it in his shop in Fall River
where he also published the Fall River Tydings and the Burney
Logger. Early in 1948 he sold the Fall River and Burney papers
and bought the Bieber Big Valley Gazette and merged it with the
Argus. The first issue of the Argus-Gazette appeared on April 16,
1948, and it continued publication in Bieber until 1956 when it,
too, ceased, the end of newspapering in Big Valley.
After selling his paper Edwin S. Pickard was to live a little over
two years longer. Less than three months after he gave up the
Argus, his second wife died (his first wife died in 1918; he remarried in 1921,) and he went to live with his son in Modesto, California. There on December 22, 1949, the end came quickly. His
remains were returned to Adin where Masonic funeral services
were held, and internment was in the Adin Cemetery. The obituaries in the Modoc and Lassen County papers were fulsome in
praise of Edwin Pickard's gentle and well-spent life. Even the
Sacramento Bee noted his passing in a well detailed piece which
stated in part, "The Argus was said to be the last newspaper in
California to be printed on a Washington hand press."
1
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Water from the Alabama Spillway in November, 1924.

fJWENS VAllEY AS I KNEW IT
R. CoKE Wooo

PART IV

THE BEGINNING OF THE CONFLICT

In the year 1922, discussions had been going on among the
farm groups about forming an irrigation district. There was little
opposition from the ranchers. Attorney Matthews of Los Angeles
had expressed himself as favorable to the project because it would
give the city a single organized body with which to deal.
The merit of the project, from the rancher's point of view, was
in the grouping of all claims under one control and the establishing of the district as the legal owner of all rights of diversion
from the river, which would present a united front to the encroachment of the city.
On December 28, 1922, an election was held at which the plan
was approved by a vote of 596 to 27. Plans were made for the different ditches to transfer their rights to the district for an agreed
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compensation. Another election was held in August, 1923, in
which, by a vote of 702 to 80, it was decided to issue $1,650,000
in bonds. Most of this sum was to be paid to the ditch companies
for compensation, although $150,000 was to be used for construction works for the distribution of the river-flow.
Before any action was taken on the project, George Watterson
and William Symons, two Inyoites who had helped negotiate
some of the other agreements, and L. C. Hall, a local attorney,
were busy taking options on the ranches on the McNally ditch.
This ditch extends down the east side of the valley and is one
of the oldest ditches in the district. These men had lived in Owens
Valley for many years and had the confidence of the local people.
However, they were acting as agents for the city. They have been
accused not only of concealing their motives but of using deceit
and misrepresentation in their efforts to purchase enough ranches
to gain control of the ditch. They were successful in gaining options on about two-thirds of the McNally ditch area, each option
carrying the right to vote its water stock. The city now ignored
the minority owners on the ditch. They could not obtain loans
on their land, nor could they sell to anyone except the city. Consequently the city's agents obtained the ranches on the ditch at
their own price.
At the time the irrigation district project was being proposed,
the McNally ditch board had turned over its water rights to the
district along with the other ditches. The majority of the stock
in the ditch was held by the city. The action of the board was to
oust all of the Inyo directors and replace them with city dummies.
The board then rescinded its agreement with the irrigation district and voted to sell the ditch to the city of Los Angeles.
Despite this development, the irrigation district issued the bonds
and gained the approval of the state authorities. Then two local
ranch owners, Charles Winters and Fred Heitman, brought suit
to enjoin the sale of the bonds. The belief in the community was
that these men had been persuaded by city representatives to
bring the suit. The serving of their complaint stopped the sale.
The case was dismissed by the court but the damage was done,
and what sold, sold at a discount.
The city paid a large amount of money for the land under the
ditch, expecting to leave the land dry and permit the water to
flow down the river into Haiwee Reservoir. The Big Pine canal
was ready to receive whatever flow came by, but no water came
by during the dry season. The city's agents proposed the river
20

flow be distributed, 67% to the ditches west of the river, and
33% to the city lands in the McNally area and south, with this
portion to be permitted to pass down the river to the aqueduct
intake. The proposal was rejected by the Big Pine ditch area.
They felt the MeN ally ditch area had the right to 33% of the
water if used on the land, but any water not used belonged to
other diversion canals lower downstream. They maintained this
position and took all the water coming down the river. This
difference resulted in the first overt act of force being used in
the controversy.
The headgates of the Big Pine ditch were at the point of a long
bend in the river, and it was here that W. F . Hines, president
of the Big Pine ditch, found city workmen digging a new channel
across the neck of the land. Had they continued the river would
have cut a new channel and left the irrigators without water.
Hines promptly gathered a group of riflemen who prevented it
from continuing. Although no violence occurred, this was the
first use of force in the controversy, and was the beginning of
a stormy period in which force was freely used by both sides.
Another one of the early acts of violence was committed by valley men. L. C. Hall, although a local attorney having the confidence of the local people, turned against them and became one of
the city's agents in the buying of the McNally ditch. This action
caused him to receive a great deal of local criticism and this
feeling was fanned by his defiant utterances to the criticisms. It
culminated in a party of men entering a restaurant where Hall
was eating on the main street of Bishop one evening in August
1923, his being seized and put into an automobile and released
several miles south of Bishop. He was warned to leave the valley
and never return. His business affairs and property were disposed
of by friends as he has never again been seen in the valley.
The city could not get the water she had purchased so it was
now up to her either to build the Long Valley dam and store
more flood water or purchase more land in order to get most
of the surface water. The reasons already given for not building
the Long Valley dam were still good, so the only course left for
the city was a wholesale campaign of land buying. This was
naturally centered in the Big Pine area as the water could not be
taken down the river until the city controlled the Big Pine ditch.
However, some land was bought on the west side of the Owens
River in the Bishop region.
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Mr. Chalfant says in his Story of Inyo that "every trick and
device of misrepresentation was used in the campaign. A city
representative boasted that his office knew the financial status of
every owner in the territory, if mortgaged when it was due, and
other facts." 30
The "checkerboard" system of buying was used. Ranch owners
who refused to· sell would find that the neighbors on both sides
had sold to the city, leaving dry areas on each side which caused
the depreciation of the value of his land. Pools were formed by
groups who pledged themselves to act as a unit in selling to the
city, but city agents found ways of destroying these combinations.
Ranchers would be told that neighbors sold, and fearing that they
would be left isolated, were induced to option, only to learn later
that they had been deceived.
This encroachment and the uncertainty as to the city's future
policy, combined practically to destroy the credit of the valley.
The ranchers had been hard pressed during the dry years and
needed financial assistance. The Inyo County Bank took mortgages on land to the point where it was dangerously overloaded
and was one of the chief factors in its failure a few years later.
National and state banks formed for the purpose -'of farm relief
refused to give .any more loans in this valley. Even the state's
Veteran Welfare Commission refused to grant loans to worthy
ex-soldiers because of their location in Owens Valley. Efforts had
been made to get a statement of policy from Los Angeles officials,
but these efforts had met with failure. William Mulholland, the
chief engineer for the water board, was practically the dictator
in the water affairs for the city and he refused to arbitrate the
matter with Inyo people.
In June, 1924, a committee from the Los Angeles Chamber of
Commerce came into the valley to investigate the trouble and
get first-hand-knowledge. After a short stay in the valley they returned to Los Angeles and prepared a report which was never
given out. According to an editorial which appeared in the Los
Angeles Record at this time, the only reason the report was not
given out was because it was favorable to Owens Valley and
criticised city officials.3 1
This investigation by the Chamber of Commerce committee was
a result of the first dynamiting of the aqueduct. It was an act
of desperation and seemed to be the only way by which attention
could be directed to the farmer's predicament. On May 21, 1924,
at about one o'clock in the morning, at a point two miles above
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Lone Pine, a small blast of dynamite was exploded against the
aqueduct wall. A small section of the embankment was blown out
but not sufficient damage was done to cause the loss of any water.
No particular interest was aroused in the matter in the valley but
the Los Angeles newspapers came out with the news in big headlines. The Los Angeles city council offered a reward of $10,000
for the arrest and conviction of the guilty. The valley papers commented that probably the act was committed by city employees in
an effort to prejudice the people of Los Angeles against the farmers.
The dynamiting had the effect of gaining the attention of newspapers and leaders in other parts of the state. It also revealed to
many people in Los Angeles that the farmers in Owens Valley
had some basis for believing they were not being given a square
deal.
The Chamber of Commerce committee was followed by another
special committee of engineers who came to investigate the Long
Valley reservoir site. They reported that with proper storage in
Long Valley, there would be enough water to keep the aqueduct
full and to irrigate 30,000 acres in Owens Valley. The water
board immediately declared it their policy to keep "30,000 acres
green" in the valley. The valley farmers did not rely a great deal
upon this promise as the city agents were continuing with their
buying campaign.
In this period, 1924, the water board of Los Angeles decided
that an arbitration board might be advisable. The plan they proposed was that the city was to choose a member, Owens Valley a
member, and these two representatives would select a third
member. The plan was rejected by the farmers because the city
demanded that they should approve of the member selected to
represent the valley.
After this . failure to reach an agreement with city representatives, valley leaders became convinced that their only salvation
was to call the attention of the entire state to their unhappy situation. Owens Valley farmers could not fight the wealthy city of
Los Angeles in the courts. This method had been tried but with
little success. The city had money to hire lawyers for carrying on
and postponing proceedings until all possible value of the suit was
lost and the farmers were penniless. The city would not deal directly and straightforwardly with the farmers . Perhaps if outside interests could be aroused in the farmers predicament, investigation
would be made into the controversy by unbiased observers. This
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would acquaint the state at large with the injustice being done in
the valley and bring down upon the heads of Los Angeles officials
a shower of criticism that might get results. It cannot be too
strongly emphasized that the farmers did not desire to take the
law into their own hands. They were not anarchists, they did not
want to destroy property, they did not want to injure anyone;
they wanted a fair deal and a chance to get just compensation
for investments of money and energy in their homes. They had
used every possib1e method available to them in their efforts to
get a fair deal from the city. There was only one recourse left
open to them in this battle and that was the use of force. Even
in the use of this method they did not desire the destruction of
property. Had the farmers wanted actually to destroy the aqueduct, it could have been done with little difficulty. This was
demonstrated later when the guards were patrolling the aqueduct; it was blown up in two places.
In the first week in November, 1924, a conference was held
between valley and city representatives. The Los Angeles Public
Service Board appointed a committee consisting of H. A. Van
Norman, W. B. Matthews and Charles Lee to negotiate with the
Owens Valley people for peace terms. The session was practically
devoid of any results. A member of the valley committee in giving
the results said "they wouldn't agree to what we wanted, and
what they submitted was not what we wanted."32
The valley farmers now believed it was time for drastic action.
At about 10 o'clock on the morning of November 16, 1924, a
large number of Owens Valley citizens gathered at the aqueduct
spillway, which is four miles north of Lone Pine and at the
northern point of the Alabama Hills. They were unmasked and
without opposition from the watchman took possession of the spillway. Its water gates were opened, permitting the aqueduct flow,
about 14,000 inches, to make its way back into Owens River and
eventually into the rapidly drying Owens Lake.
Claude H . Van Nonnan and E. F . Leahy, city employees, went
to the scene. Van Norman asked who was in charge of the group.
When he received no reply he stated that he would have to close
the gates but was told that the gates would remain open until the
city made a satisfactory settlement with the valley people. If any
firearms were present none were visible during the discussion. The
city representatives got in touch with Sheriff Collins and asked
him to close the gates. Collins went to the spillway but was goodnaturedly carried out of the way without a fight, which was the
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Alabama Spillway.
best policy as it would have resulted only in bloodshed. When the
sheriff began taking names of those present, offers of cooperation
were given by such statements as "put my name down",. and that
a typewritten list would be furnished if desired. Superior Judge
Dehy issued a temporary restraining order against int~rference
with the aqueduct flow but dissolved it after consulting his authority to act.
After his failure to remove the citizens, Sheriff Collins appealed
to Governor Richardson for state militia fearing that the city
would attempt to oust the farmers with gunmen. The Bishop
Chamber of Commerce endorsed the request to the governor, believing it necessary to prevent bloodshed. On Monday the Chamber
of Commerce received a reply from the governor to the request,
stating that he did not believe the situation warranted calling
out of the state militia. 33
At the same meeting the Chamber of Commerce drew up a
resolution in which the grievances of the valley farmers were listed and in which it was resolved:

That we endorse and approve the action of the citizens who have taken
this step to protect their property from the depredation of the City of Los
Angeles as a means of attaining a definite settlement.
Resolved that we demand immediate action by the Los Angeles Public
Service Commission for the remaining existing injustices and settlement for
damage done to the farmers and merchants of the valley.34
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Los Angeles Aqueduct
near Lone Pine.
This resolution was forwarded to city officials and also printed
in the local papers. It tended to dispel the illusion held by Mulholland and others that the seizure was not backed by the general
population but was the action of a few agitators.
An even stronger indication of public approval of the act was
the large number of local citizens taking part in the demonstration.
On Wednesday, eight-hundred people visited the scene of the
spillway opening. Two signs were on the flagpole in the center of
Bishop which read, "If I am not on the job you'll find me at the
aqueduct." That promise was carried out by the suspension of
practically all business in Bishop during the four days the gates
were open.
Those men who took part in the opening of the spillway gates
were relieved by others who brought additional bedding and
food. The general attitude was that they intended to get action
from the city before closing the gates. Three big spotlights commanded the road which approached from each direction and no
car was permitted to pass without inspection.
The ladies soon arrived on the scene to take care of the commissary and feeding. It was a cheerful crowd, amusing itself
with no more battle-like appearance than a large picnic. Local
orchestras took turns furnishing music and entertainment for the
crowd. The Baptist minister from Bishop was among the crowd
taking care of the interests of his congregation. Barbecues were
held and everyone seemed to be enjoying the experience. Ap26

parently all groups of the valley population were represented,
which is sufficient evidence to show that public opinion supported
the act.
The city's first move to meet the situation was to file suit for
an injunction to prevent interference with the aqueduct. This was
directed against M. Q. Watterson, W. R. McCarthy and John Doe
up to seventy-one. It has already been mentioned that Judge Dehy
issued this order but dissolved it because of his lack of jurisdiction
in the case. Spokesmen for the city asserted that local citizens
would be held responsible for the lost water. They estimated its
worth at $3,000 an hour. Later they stated a suit would be brought
for $15,000 daily damages.
W. W. Watterson, president of the Inyo County Bank of Bishop,
arrived from Los Angeles on Wednesday with a resolution which
had been adopted by the Los Angeles Clearing House Association
pledging its best efforts to bring about a settlement of existing
difficulties. This guarantee was acceptable to the valley citizens
and the spillway gates were closed on Thursday morning, November 20. The farmers had secured an important concession and
did not desire to destroy property beyond the point necessary to
obtain their objective. The purpose of attracting outside interest
was achieved, not only within the state but nationally as well.
It was soon realized, however, that this publicity was the only
achievement of the act. The Clearing House Association promptly
forgot its resolutions and took no further action in the matter.
Newspapers throughout the country were practically unanimous
in their condemnation of the actions of the city in Owens Valley.
Representatives from different papers were sent into the valley
to get first-hand knowledge about conditions. Such papers as
the San Francisco Chronicle, Sacramento Bee, Santa Ana Register,
and even the Los Angeles Record, were severe in their criticism
of the Los Angeles policy.
Many of the small towns along the western slopes of the Sierras
began to realize their future would not be secure from the invasion of a larger municipality if Los Angeles were permitted to
carry out her ambitions in Owens Valley. Of course, this was not
the first time in the history of the country that a large city had
taken the water away from a distant rural community, but in
most cases the destroyed community was fairly compensated.
Even corrupt, Tammany-ruled New York had paid for the damage done in obtaining her water supply.
Another result of the act was that Governor Richardson sent
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State Engineer W. F. McClure into the valley to investigate the
conditions. After a thorough investigation, that officer submitted a
report of a hundred printed pages to the governor in which he
condemned the policy, or lack of policy, of the city. This is a
quotation from his report:
The people of the valley are not anarchists, criminals or thieves, as has
been stated, but on the contrary are ordinary industrious American citizens.
The valley people claimed that the language used in the Aqueduct Bill
would permit Los Angeles to use the surplus water beyond the amount
used for drinking purposes for some irrigation scheme. The irony of the
situation is that that is just what has happened.
The irrigation district contains 53,900 acres. The city has purchased in
excess of 24,000 acres within the bounds of the district, mutilating it so
as to make operation impracticable.35

Despite these criticisms, and promises of action by different
organizations in Los Angeles, no immediate steps were taken
in an effort to settle the dispute. Most of the people of Los
Angeles knew very little about the "steal" that was being made
in Owens Valley. During the time of the spillway incidents the
Los Angeles newspapers were telling its citizens that the pioneers
of the valley were anarchists or a small group of disgruntled
farmers who destroyed other people's property. With the exception of the Los Angeles Record, all the papers of the city were
dominated by the influence from the water department.
CHAPTER V
DYNAMITE
During the year 1926, fresh efforts were made to get the city
to submit the whole water controversy to an impartial arbitration.
In conference with valley representatives, city officials admitted
that damage had been done to the value of property in the valley
but they said they had no legal power to pay bills for damage.
However, when the Reparation Act was introduced in the State
Legislature, city representatives tried to prevent its passage.
Finally, after the bill was passed, they again protested that they
could not pay until after the constitutionality of the act had been
tested in court. This position was recognized as being reasonable.
Attorney Matthews stated, however, that Los Angeles could not
pay the reparations even if the act was declared valid. This was
sufficient influence to kill the whole scheme.
In July, 1925, the water board adopted resolutions stating that
they would purchase 15,000 acres of land in the northern section
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of the valley. In their first attempt to buy the land they estimated
its value at only about fifty per cent of what the farmers were demanding. When no agreement could be reached a board of appraisers was selected by the water board to set a fair price on
the property. Ceo. W . Naylor, Chairman of Inyo Supervisors, V.
S. Jones, county assessor, and U. G. Clark, ex-assessor, were selected to work on their board. The appraisement which these men
placed on the property was unsatisfactory in many cases. However, the city purchased fifty pieces of property containing 2,730
acres of land in the West Bishop area. The total price paid was
slightly over $1,000,000.36
The city now began to drill wells on this property, making the
explanation that the water would be used for irrigating the land.
But as a result of the city's refusal to meet the prices demanded
by some of the ranchers these wells were dynamited. The first
blast occurred on Saturday evening, April 3, 1926, at about 11
o'clock. The well which was dynamited was on the Williams
ranch, which is located about a mile north of Bishop. The residents of the 'Village were quite startled by the explosion and were
puzzled as to its source. The shot was at a tool box on the surface
near the well. The damage was estimated at not more than $100.
It was later discovered that there were six sticks of dynamite
suspended about 30 feet below the surface, in the well, which did
not explode.
Another blast occurred on Sunday, April 4, at a well on Los
Angeles property in the Warm Springs district, southeast of Bishop. The small building over the well was destroyed but no great
damage was done to the well. It was quite apparent that those
responsible for these acts were not attempting to destroy property but they did want to serve notice to the city that it must
treat them fairly in the purchasing proceedings which were going
on. In a $2,500,000 deal the city and farmers had a difference
of appraisement of $141,000.
On the evening of May 13, 1926, the aqueduct was again dynamited at a point about a mile south of the Alabama Spillway,
north of Lone Pine. Not much damage was done to the aqueduct,
although escaping waters damaged the highway which runs
parallel to the aqueduct at this point. Public opinion in the valley
did not seem to approve of this act. The Inyo Register of May
13 denounced the act and refused to believe that it was committed
by local people.
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State Senator J. M. Inman had just been in the valley and was
at that time in Los Angeles in an effort to get city officials to
agree to pay reparations. He sent a wire to the editor of the Inyo
Register stating that the interests of the valley were menaced
by such acts. Many people in the valley believed that this dynamiting had been done by Los Angeles employees, in an effort
to retain their jobs.
In February, 1927, Assemblyman Dan E. Williams introduced
a resolution in the state legislature, asserting that Los Angeles had
adopted a policy of ruthless destruction in Owens Valley, and
called on it either to restore the valley to its original agricultural
status, or to make settlement, including proper compensation
for business damages. An Assembly committee was appointed to
investigate the resolutions and make a report to the Assembly.
The committee approved the resolutions which were then adopted
by the Assembly by a vote of 43 to 34. The following is an excerpt from that report :
We wholeheartedly support this resolution because we believe that the
policy of the city of Los Angeles in the Owens River Valley in Inyo
County, and the methods adopted by the city in carrying out that policy,
are against the best interests of the State of California . . . . We believe
that if the city of Los Angeles had purchased available dam sites and reservoir sites and had also tapped the Mono Lake Country it could have constructed water works which would have irrigated Owens Valley and still
have supplied the needs of Los Angeles.37

During the years 1925-26-27, the cause for conflict was in many
cases over the price paid for the ranches and also the tactics used
by the city in acquiring these ranches. The farmers formed several
pools in an effort to present a united front to the city but in
practically every case these were broken up by the city purchasing agents. A few ranchers would be given a high price for their
property, the pool would be broken and the rest of the ranchers
had to accept what the city offered. Also, the people in the towns,
the business men, began to feel the loss of business because so
many of the ranchers were leaving the valley. They began to
wonder what would happen to their business when all the ranches
had been purchased. This led to the demand for reparations
for business losses, and was the chief source of conflict during
the height of the hostilities.
During the months of June and July, 1927, six different blasts
broke the aqueduct wall. The first, and probably the most serious
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dynamiting, occurred on the morning of May 27, just after midnight, at Nine-Mile Canyon just south of Little Lake. This is where
one of the large siphons carries the aqueduct across one of the
mountain ridges. The force of the water along with the explosion
carried away 457 feet of the 9-foot pipe. Guards who were stationed at this point stated that ten men, unmasked, seized the two
guards and took them off up the canyon while the dynamite was
placed and exploded. When the guards attempted to report the
situation they discovered that the telephone lines had been cut
in several places. The force of the water which was released in
the canyon swept down across the highway and railroad, which
were a short distance below, causing considerable damage and delaying traffic. Sheriff Hutchison went to the scene promptly
and District Attorney Hession promised his support in prosecuting the offenders. Los Angeles officials sent armed men, detectives and aqueduct guards into the valley and offered a $10,000
reward for the conviction of the criminals.
On the same night that the aqueduct was blown up at NineMile Canyon, the penstock of the city's power house west of
Big Pine was blown up, closing that plant for several days for
repair. 38
This dynamiting created a sensation among the Los Angeles
newspapers. It was given front page consideration and many
editorial comments were made. Excerpts from a few of the editorials will be enlightening and give the viewpoint of the Los
Angeles newspapers. The following is from the Los Angeles
Record of June 2, 1927:
Some desperate, foolish men hlew up the Los Angeles Aqueduct and our
Water Board, at least 175 miles behind the battle line, adopted a resolution
:!eclaring that it will not be intimidated.
What our Water Board should demonstrate, right now, is brains and not
bravado. It should have sense enough to realize that nobody is deliberately
scheming to intimidate Los Angeles.

The following is from the Los Angeles Examiner of the
date:

sam~

The outrageous dynamiting of tlw Los Angeles Aqueduct does not justify
calling out the militia but does warrant the mayor and members of the
Water Commission calling upon the governor as a mediator in the differences which exist between the city's \Vater Department and certain citizens
of Owens Valley.
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The Los Angeles Times of Tuesday, May 31, states:
A riot squad is to be organized by the business men of Bishop and is
to be ready to answer any emergency. This squad, it is stated, will be
armed with sawed-off shotguns and will seek to be deputized by the sheriff,
failing which members will propose to appeal to the United States Marsh~l
to be sworn in as deputies. It is estimated that this is but the initial step
in a movement expected to spread throughout the whole Owens Valley. The
Squad is being organized in Bishop and will muster bet\veen 25 and 50 men.

This editorial was apparently written for Los Angeles consumption . The autl:or of this thesis was living in Bishop during this
period and heard nothing at that time, or at any time since then,
about the organization of any such squad.
One of the immediate effects of this lawlessness was the
placing of armed guards all along the aqueduct who, with the aid
of large searchlights, stopped and investigated all cars along the
nearby highway. But even these precautions did not prevent the
aqueduct from being dynamited five times during June and July.
After Los Angeles detectives came into the valley and had done
some rather clumsy investigating, charges were made against
several of the leading citizens of the valley. District Attorney
Hession gave his cooperation but the evidence was so meager that
the cases were dismissed from court.
On Friday, July 21, Major C. P. Watson was arrested at his
ranch near Big Pine on charges of illegal possession of explosives.
He was immediately removed from the county by the arresting Los
Angeles officials and taken to Martinez, Contra Costa County.
The charge placed against him in that county was for transporti~g
explosives over the highway. It was alleged that an unexploded
box of gelatine was found at the Nine-Mile Canyon siphon bearing a number which was traced to the Hercules Powder Works
of Oakland, where it was found Watson had purchased the explosives. He freely admitted buying the explosives but said they
were used for experimental purposes, as he had a permit from
the Federal Government to do some experimenting. He explained
the powder being found at the scene of the dynamiting by the fact
that some of his powder had been stolen a short time before
the dynamiting had occurred. The Grand Jury of Contra Costa
County held him for trial, but after hearing the evidence presented by the prosecution the court dismissed the case on the basis
of insufficient evidence.
The month of July, 1927, saw the last of the dynamiting, for on
August 4th financial disaster hit the valley, breaking down com-
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pletely the opposition and forcing the farmers to submit to the
city's policy.
During all these years of controversy with the city of Los Angeles, the Owens Valley farmers had looked to the Watterson
brothers, Mark and Wilfred, for leadership and financial support.
W. W. Watterson had been responsible for getting action from the
Clearing House Association during the spillway episode. In all
conferences with city officials, the W attersons either took part or
influenced the proceedings through valley repr!!sentatives. It
could hardly be otherwise because these brothers were connected
in a financial way with every major industry or business in Inyo
County. They owned all of the banks in the county and were the
financial backers for the Natural Soda Products Company at
Keeler, the Coso Springs Company, a large health resort, the
Tungsten Products Company, an important tungsten mine near
Bishop, and the Watterson Bros., Incorporated, the largest hardware and farm implement store in the valley. They also owned
outright several ranches in the Bishop area and had heavy mortgages on a great many other ranches.
It is quite evident that these men would be the leaders in the
fight for reparations for business losses and that they would feel
the strain from the loss of business more quickly and keenly than
other business men. The first intimation that most people in the
valley had that the Watterson brothers were in financial difficulty
came on August 4, 1927, at noon, when the following notice was
posted on the doors of all the banks in the county : "We find it
necessary to close our banks in the _ Owens Valley. This result
has been brought about by the past four years of destructive
work carried on by the .city of Los Angeles."39
Business was paralyzed in the valley for many days. There was
not enough cash money in the stores to make change. The people
seemed to be dazed and could not believe the Wattersons were
actually closing up permanently. Many of them insisted that this
was only a temporary condition and that within a few days the
banks would be open again. There was some talk, among the more
fiery members of the community, about going down and destroying the aqueduct. This talk was soon quieted, however, as more
sober-minded citizens began to realize that this was the end of
Owens Valley opposition. Probably Los Angeles officials had long
realized that if they could dispose of the Wattersons they would
end the opposition and had maneuvered to get them isolated from
outside. financial aid. When the Wattersons realized they were in
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trouble they tried to get outside financial assistance but were unsuccessful. This was, of course, not entirely due to the influence of
the city, but partly due to the location of the banks in the valley
that had been condemned by Los Angeles.
During the latter part of July, 1927, clerks in the office of the
State Superintendent of Banks noticed that the Inyo County
Bank reported a credit of about $190,000 with the Wells Fargo
Bank of San Francisco, but that the latter reported the amount
to be $11,000. An examiner was at once sent to Bishop to investigate the finances of the Watterson Bank. This examination disclosed
that there was more than a million dollars unaccounted for and
that the finances of several of the large corporations were also
involved.
The brothers were prosecuted by the county authorities on
thirty-six counts for fraud and embezzlement. Philip Carey, an
Oakland attorney, conducted the defense. He attempted to bring
anti-Los Angeles feeling into the case but it was excluded as
irrelevant by Judge Lambert of Kern County, who was presiding
at the trial.
In accounting for the missing funds the defendants stated that
it was not their intention to keep the funds but that they were
trying to maintain Inyo industries and offset business losses due to
the work of Los Angeles. It was not for their own benefit that
they had misplaced certain funds, but they were fighting for the
welfare of the community. They had hoped to restore the funds
through sale of property and from reparations which the city
would be forced to pay. Many of the jurors on the case had been
close personal friends of the accused. Some of them wept as the
jury reached a verdict of guilty on every count. The sentence of
the court was one to ten years on each count to run concurrently.
Parole was granted in March, 1933. In a short time after getting
their freedom, the Watterson brothers put a notice in the Inyo
Register, stating that they hoped to pay back all the money that
had been lost by their depositors and investors.
With this disaster, active resistance to Los Angeles in the
valley came to an end. The leadership was gone along with the
financial support. Not only was it just a matter of the Wattersons
failing, but those other members of the community who had been
wealthy were now as poor as the poorest. Some of these men had
spent their entire lives developing their ranches. They had finally
sold to the city and deposited their money in the Watterson banks.
They were old men with no future, no hope of accumulating
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another fortune, and they were now penniless. Here is an example
of the position of many: A rancher in the Bishop area had sold
his ranch to the city of Los Angeles for $85,000. The week before
the banks were closed, Mark Watterson had asked him as a personal favor to deposit the money in the Inyo County Bank. He
made the deposit which represented his entire fortune. This man
was approximately sixty years of age and since then he has had to
work as a common laborer in order to give his family the necessities of life.
This experience was duplicated in many instances. Naturally,
there was neither the ability or courage left to fight the City of
Los Angeles. Many of the ranchers and business men were in
such financial stress that they were anxious to sell at any price.
The city representatives were at liberty to choose and dictate
what policy they would use in the valley in the future and during
the next six years more destruction of ranches was accomplished
than had occurred in the preceding twenty-three years. Owens
Valley people were at last forced to realize that the end had come
and that the city did plan to turn the valley back to the desert
and jack-rabbits. This was the beginning of the great migration
that has left the valley depopulated and almost as barren as it was
before the first settlers came in 1860. 40
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On this eventful night the author of this paper was on his way from
Bishop to Los Angeles. At Mojave I was stopped and held on the suspicion of having taken part in the dynamiting, this despite the fact that
I had a woman and two children in the car. After a few hours delay,
during which time identification was furnished, I was permitted to
resume my journey.
39 Chalfant op. cit. 397
40 It was during this time that Will and Louise Parcher wrote· a series of
nostalgic little articles that were published in Dry Ditches. It vividly
portrays the spirit of hopelessness and sadness of the farmers as thev
left their homes in this beautiful valley.
'
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Marten ]. Lund

Marten J. Lund: Father of the Delta
JoHN LuND

"Big Betsy", built at a cost of $40,000, was the largest harvester
ever made. It could cut a forty-two foot swath through the grain
on a single pass. She burned on a hot July afternoon in 1901.
Marten Lund turned from the flaming machine; he cleared his
throat (he was forever clearing his throat), "Chit, chit, wasn't
worth a damn anyway."
Such a loss was nothing new to Lund who had left his home
in Sweden at the age of twenty-two and settled in the San J oaquin Delta in 1877. There he leased a portion of land on Union
Island and began farming operations. At that time the San Joaquin Delta was not the productive farm land we know today. The
editor of The Stockton Times reported that
The ordinary observer who travels over the San Joaquin river, as his
eyes survey the vast expanse of tule or marsh land extending for miles
on either bank, . . . receive(s) the impression that it is unfit for agricultural
purposes. 1

Land reclamation was being attempted at this time but the results
had been discouraging. This reclamation, from the 1850's to the
1890's, was undertaken and financed first by local landowners and
later by districts organized and run by the landowners.~
When Lund settled on Union Island, primitive levees had been
constructed, but were successful to no consequential extent. In
1878 the San Francisco Bulletin editorialized on the uselessness of
levee construction to provide protection against floods. The Bulletin advised Delta residents and landowners to erect mounds high
enough to protect houses and barns from flood waters and to be
content with safety from tides and lesser periods of high-water.3
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This editorial seemed accurate in light of continued Delta flooding
with major floods breaking even the strongest levees in 1890, 1906,
and 1907.
The levees built on Union Island by Marten Lund, General T.
H. Williams, and John Hurd following the flood of 1890, were
unique for their time. Whereas most levees being built were but
small improvements over natural levees4 - the Union Island
levees were substantial stmctures from the outset. The bases of
the levees were fifty feet wide and the crowns were from eight
to ten feet high. 5 These levees were then, and are still today,
among the strongest in the Delta area. Lund and his associates
rebuilt the levees with dredges and horse-drawn scrapers. The
dredges would pile soil from the river bottoms into rough levees
which would then be smoothed and shaped with the scrapers. 6
Marten Lund, David Bixler, John Hurd, General T. H . Williams, and others formed the first Reclamation Districts, 1 and 2.
These districts undertook the job of re-building and maintaining
the levees. This was accomplished through dredging, re-routing of
rivers, canal digging, levee inspection and upkeep.' Re-routing of
the rivers was done through the use of "cuts". A dredger would
be used to cut a canal through an island or point of land. One such
cut was made on Lund's property isolating fourteen acres. This
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created an island in Old River off of Clifton Court and Union
Island and straightened the river, considerably easing the water
pressure on the levee.
By 1908, through the work of Lund and his fellow landowners,
the levees of Union and Roberts Islands had been perfected and
never since have those two islands been flooded . At this time
the Byron Times wrote of Lund as
. . . an authority on reclaimed lands (who) knows more, perhaps, about
levees, dykes, and sub-irrigating canals and waterways than many of the
so-called experts. s

Marten Lund recognized the importance of not only levees and
canals for the prevention of floods and control of irrigation water,
but also the importance of dams. He was a member of the Paradise Dam Association and was one of the first men calling for
its construction. He contributed both time and money for the
dam's construction and continued upkeep. 9
Land reclamation was not the only hardship Marten Lund and
other Delta farmers of his time had to face. Once the land had
been reclaimed, they had to battle the flood waters which threatened in late winter, spring, and early summer to break the levees
and destroy their crops and homes. At times the men would work
days at a time patrolling and reinforcing the levees, stopping
only for meals and a brief rest.

Lund and his crew in the mess hall.
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Crew with the H orsetrain.
Lund saw his crops damaged or ruined numerous times by
floods, yet he never gave up faith and continued to increase his
acreage until in 1906 he farmed over six-thousand acres. Lund, like
most farmers of that time, did not possess the capital to provide
for seed, food, wages and equipment. Using at first, a team of
horses, and later machinery and land for collateral, Marten would
borrow the money from the bank and after selling his harvest
repay the loan. He would then invest any profits in machinery and
land improvement.
In the year 1906 the run-off water from unusually deep snowfalls filled the Delta rivers to flood levels. Shortly before Lund
was to harvest his huge grain crops, the levee burst and his lands
were totally inundated. Estimates placed his losses, before the
costs of draining his land and re-building the levees, at $90,000. 10
Most men would have given up in the face of such overwhelming
debt, yet nine months later Lund had drained the land, re-built
the levee, and had again planted six-thousand acres and expected
a good harvest!
But in 1907 there were again unusually heavy snowfalls and
again resulting flood dangers in the Delta. In July, as Lund was
standing on the old Mowery bridge connecting Roberts and Union
Island over Middle River the water level began to drop rapidly.
Lund turned to the men whose job it was to patrol and reinforce
the levee and said "You can go home now, boys. She broke." For
the second year in succession his crops had been totally wiped
out.
Lund went to the bank from which he had borrowed money and
asked for another loan. Because of his reputation as an honest
and enterprising man he was told that as long as he could sign his
name, he could get the needed money; his only collateral was his
reputation. Thus it was that Marten Lund began again.
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As fast as an acre of land dried out, Mr: Lund planted it in seed
barley. By the end of June, 1908, he had planted ten acres. Neighbors and others thought it a joke and predicted sure failure. They
thought that barley could not grow on land so recently flooded.
But the crop flourished and, as the Byron Times reported " . . .
the neighbors have ceased to 'laf£."11 While that first ten acres
was a far cry from the previous year's six thousand, it was a beginning - and by 1916 Marten Lund was out of debt.
Lund was not only a "pioneer" agriculturist because of land
reclamation, but also because of his eagerness to try new equipment and ideas in farming. At one time he used up to one hundred
horses and mules in his operations; he was one of the first men
in California to own and use a tractor. 12 In 1888 Marten Lund
first began using a steam thresher. In 1892 he was using a combined
harvester( a machine that both harvested and threshed the
grain - originally horse-drawn). In 1901 Lund had a special harvester- "Big Betsy"- built for him. At that time it was the largest
harvester ever built. The Illustrated History of San Joaquin Valley
commented that "his ranches (were) all equipped with the most
modem machinery. . . " and " . . . his plans and ideas have been
followed by many landowners. . . . "13
Marten Lund was one of the first in his area to import fine
European horses for stud. He bred and sold Percheron Draft
Horses sired by the "magnificent stallion, Castellane, and the
famous Belgian stallion, Courier."14 The size of the operation was
evidenced by the number of broodmares (one hundred) that
Lund kept.
One of Lund's most important contributions to the community
was his work toward more and better roads. A member of the
Better Roads Bureau, his first achievement was the completion of

Early tractors used in the Delta.
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a road which extends across Union Island to Tracy. The road cost
some $60,000 and is still in use. He was also a worker on the
Borden Delta Road that connected Stockton with Contra Costa
County. The Borden Delta road greatly aided farmers of Victoria,
Bacon, and Roberts Islands in transporting their crops to market.
This important road has since been incorporated into what is now
Highway 4. 15
Lund aided in the construction of the Drexler-Burns highway
across Union Island by contributing a right-of-way through his
land that was sixty-feet wide and over two and one half miles
long. 1G At the end of this road, on Old River, a ferry was installed
enabling one to cross from Union Island to Clifton Court, and
from there to Byron and Highway 50.
As the son of a noted educator and attorney in Sweden, Lund
recognized the value of education and gave his time and support
to improve education in the Delta area. Described as " . . . a
leader in matters of education," he served as a school trustee on
Roberts Island and was a founder of the Union Island school district.17
Marten Lund's concern for people went beyond education for
children and entered into his everyday dealings with men. His
understanding of people is demonstrated in one particular incident.
Lund was driving out to his ranch when a farmer approached in
a wagon from the direction of the Lund ranch. Lund stopped him
and asked him where he had gotten the wagon. The farmer replied," Oh I've had this wagon for years, Mr. Lund!" Mr. Lund

Tractors used in the Delta ca. 1900.
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climbed down from his own wagon and looked under the reach
of the farmer's wagon. Burned into the wood was ML, Marten
Lund's brand. "Eh eh, that'll be alright. When you're through
with it bring it back," said Mr. Lund, and proceeded on his way.
Marten Lund died on May 12, 1925, after a half century of
reclaiming land, building levees, roads, and schools, and raising
the standards of Delta farming. He showed the vision, courage,
and perseverance necessary to forge the Delta swamp into some
of the world's most productive agricultural lands. He became, in
the process, a very wealthy man, yet he never lost his qualities
of honesty and generosity. He earned the title given him upon
his death by the Stockton Independent, "Marten Lund, 'Father
of the Delta'."18
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DESERT FIND
Wind rippled sand,
sun bleached bones,
rotted spoke of wagon wheel.
LUCILLE SANDBERG
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ANOTHER MYTH ANSWERED
CLIFFORD

M.

DRURY

The Fall1971 number of The Pacific Historian carries as its lead
article "Was it Jedediah Smith?" by Don Chase. His answer is a
"Yes." My reply would be an emphatic "NO." In order to nail this
fanciful myth to the floor before it gets airborne, I feel moved to
write this explanation.
Here is the main question - who was mainly responsible for
giving the Nez Perces sufficient knowledge of Christianity as to
inspire them to send a delegation of four Indians to St. Louis in
1831 to get further information and, if possible, missionaries? The
fact of the presence of this delegation of four Nez Perces (actually
one was half-Flathead and half-Nez Perce) is too well documented
to be questioned. Don Chase is correct in his article when he
states that the delegation is often erroneously identified as being
Flathead. 1 The article which appeared on the front page of the
New York Christian Advocate and Journal and Zion's Herald,
March 1, 1833, inspired the Methodist Missionary Society in 1834
to send out Jason Lee and his four companions to the Willamette
Valley and the American Board of Commissioners for Foreign
Missions to send Samuel Parker and Dr. Marcus Whitman on an
exploring tour to the Rockies in 1835. Whitman returned, was
married, and with his wife, the Spaldings, and W. H. Gray went
out to Oregon in 1836.
Don Chase maintains that the Nez Perces may have received
the inspiration for making the long journey to St. Louis from
Jedediah Smith who was known to have been in the Flathead
country at various times after 1824. There is no documentary evidence that he visited the Nez Perce country in the Clearwater
Valley. 2 In his He Opened the West, 8 Chase states that Smith
was in contact with the Nez Perces "every year from 1824 to 1830
except 1828, 4 but gives no documentation. The whole theme of
the article in the Fall issue of The Pacific Historian is that Smith
was probably the person who inspired the Nez Perce delegation
of 1831 to go to St. Louis.
Chase bases his argument in part on a reference in Edwin L.
Sabin's Kit Carson Days. Sabin, who published his book in 1914,
wrote: "The man who, as a Protestant, instructed the Flatheads."
in the existence of the Bible, is presumed to have been Jedediah
S. Smith ; for he spent the winter of 1824-25 among the Flatheads."
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The Nez Perce delegation did not go to St. Louis until 1831,
more than six years after the date that Sabin gives as the time
Smith was among the Flatheads. Why the long delay if Sabin's assumption were true? Dr. Dale Morgan, who towers above all other
writers on the life of J edediah Smith in his scholarship and
thoroughness of research, declared in his article in The Pacific
Historian for the Spring of 1967: "Sabin's speculation about Jedediah having impressed the Flatheads with the existence of the
Bible in the winter of 1824-1825 was a shot in the dark. . . His
fragmentary journal, known to the world since 1934, of course
presents no such picture of his interests.""
Morgan does not deny that Smith was a religious man but
states that his journals do not bear out the legend that he always
carried a Bible or even that he kept Sunday with regularity.
Smith's will listed the books he owned but the Bible was not included.
I am now at work on a revision of my biography of Dr. Marcus
Whitman which first appeared in 1936. A wealth of new material
is now available including about eighty letters which I did not use
in the first edition, material gathered while examining the archives
of the Hudson's Bay Company in London in the summer of 1966,
and much other information gathered through more than thirtyfive years of research. The first chapter of my new work deals
with the story of the seven Oregon Indian boys sent to the Red
River School beginning in 1825 and the connection that Spokane
Garry had with the Nez Perce delegation of 1831. I have sought
to explore every possible angle of the story of the delegation that
went to St. Louis and wondered whether I should take space to
answer this myth about J edediah Smith being the one who inspired the journey of the Nez Perce party. I wrote to Dr. Dale
Morgan and in his reply dated April 8, 1968, he said: "It is correct
that Northwestern tribes had contact with American trappers
and traders from the winter of 1824 on, especially from 1826
on, but there is absolutely no reason to think that they picked
up Word one [sic] from Jedediah Smith while he was at Flathead
Post, approximately from November 26 to sometime after December 20 ( 1824) ."
A number of statements and assumptions in the Chase article
need correcting. I wish to state that I have no desire to detract
from Jedediah Smith's well deserved fame as a western explorer,
but there is such a thing as claiming too much for a man. It is
my contention that Jedediah Smith had nothing whatsoever to do
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do with the departure of the Nez Perce delegation in 1831 to
St. Louis in quest of information about the white man's religion.
The main points of the position taken by Chase are not documented.
Chase mentions George Simpson as being one who hoped "to
bring a Christian influence to the tribes of Oregon."7 I once held
that view and in my Spalding book stated that it was he who
"conceived the idea of taking back to that school (i.e., the Anglican Mission school at Red River, near present-day Winnipeg,
Canada) some Indian boys from west of the Rockies." 8 After examining some of the records in the archives of the Hudson's Bay
Company in London, I now realize that Simpson was much opposed
to this idea of sending Oregon Indian boys to the mission
school. In, a letter dated May 20, 1822, to the Company's headquarters in London, Simpson declared that the proposal to educate the Indian boys would be attended "with little other good
than filling the pockets and bellies of some hungry missionaries.
I have always remarked that an enlightened Indian is good for
nothing." 9 When, however, Simpson received instructions from
his superiors to get some Oregon Indian boys when he was in the
Columbia region during the winter of 1824-25 and take them back
to the mission school, his attitude changed. He cooperated although there is no evidence that he ever approved the plan.
When Simpson returned to Red River in the spring of 1825, he
had with him Spokane Garry and Kootenai Felly, both boys ten or
twelve years old. The baptismal records of the mission school show
that both were baptized on June 24, 1827. The two lads made
good progress in learning to read, write, and speak English. Both
boys returned to their homes on a visit with the westward bound
Hudson's Bay express in the late summer of 1829. In the archives
of the Company in London is the Fort Colville Journal for the
period April 12, 1830, to April 3, 1831. During this time Francis
Heron was Chief Trader. In the entry for April 14, 1830, we read
that a number of chiefs from seven different tr~bes of that region
met in the "Gentlemen's Mess Hall" of the Fort where Heron
spoke to them using Garry as an interpreter. Among those who
may have been present was Lawyer, as the Nez Perces were listed
as being one of the seven tribes represented and in 1839, Lawyer
told the Rev. A. B. Smith, missionary at Kamiah, that "about ten
years ago," he had heard Garry speak at Spokane. 1° Chase claims
that one of the "powerful reasons" which militated against assuming that Spokane Garry was the "effective influence" in inspiring
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the Nez Perce delegation of 1831 to go to St. Louis was the language barrier. The Nez Perce language was quite different from
the Spokane or the Flathead tongue. Lawyer, however, spoke both
languages since his father was a Nez Perce and his mother a
Flathead.
Chase is correct in saying that Spokane Garry and Kootenai
Pelly returned to the mission school in 1830, but is in error when
he states that Garry returned to his people in 1832. The burial records of the mission school show the Kootenai Pelly was buried on
April 6, 1831. An entry in the Fort Nez Perce (Walla Walla) Journal for October 23, 1831, states "a Spokane lad from Red River"
had returned that year from Red River with the news of the
death "of a Coutanais."11 Chase declares that Garry after his return in 1832 [sic] "did read from the Bible and tell his people
about the Christian religion. Ten years later Lawyer, a Nez Perce
leader, told of hearing Garry do this."u Ten years later would
bring the date to 1842. Actually, Lawyer told A. B. Smith at
Kamiah in 1839 of hearing Garry read from the Bible. Smith left
Kamiah in 1841.
Chase does not want to assume that Garry had a Bible with
him in 1839 when he first returned to his people. Indeed we cannot prove that Garry had a Bible in 1831. When gathering information for my Spalding book in 1935, I called on Mrs. Joe Nozer,
a granddaughter of Spokane Garry, at her home at Worley, Idaho
on August 23rd of that year. She showed me her grandfather's
Bible, prayer book, and a New TestamentP Circumstantial evidence points to the fact that Spokane Garry had these books
when he was with his people both in 1829 and 1831. But my contention that Spokane Garry was the connecting link between what
he had learned at the mission school and the Nez Perces is not
dependent upon whose Bible he had at the time Lawyer heard
him. Garry might have had the Bible owned by the Scotch-Irish
Presbyterian, Francis Heron.
Chase brings up a second "powerful reason" which would, in
his opinion, militate against any assumption that Spokane Garry
was the one who inspired the Nez Perces to go to St. Louis by
writing: "He (i.e., Spokane Garry) would most certainly have turned
them toward Red River Settlements where he had received his
own training and his Bible." 14 Dr. Morgan in his letter to me of
April 8, 1968, answers this point by writing : "Why didn't the
Nez Perces and Flatheads go to the Red River Settlement instead:
Answer: If you could not travel in or with the HBC Express, if
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Revolution came to Guatemala in October, 1944, in the
form of a continuing political movement led by university elements
against the incumbent dictatorship of General Jorge Ubico y Castaneda. He had held the reins of government since 1931, and faced
by overthrow he tried to hand control to his trusted military aides.
From 1944 untill954, two revolutionary administrations introduced
unprecedented changes in Guatemalan society before their programs were subjected to counterrevolution. In that decade, political events, legal structure, economic and social developments,
ideological conflict, and attitudes in general reflected deep-seated
historical trends in the so-called Revolution.
While a significant body of literature developed, particularly in
the 1950's, the writings tended to emphasize Communist or antiCommunist biases which resulted in a failure to properly focus on
the ongoing national historical currents. Historians generally have
not participated to any extent in the analyses of the revolutionary
process, leaving the field to other social scientists, journalists,
politician-intellectuals, and partisan official accounts. 1 It is time
that a more carefully weighed and impartially derived study be
made of the period, and it must necessarily tum to the impact on
Guatemalan life rather than to focus on the sensational aspects of
international repercussions. While it may seem that one belabors
the point, it was an internal and national historical experience, but
too many of the books - if not the articles - accepted as authoritative seem to underplay this point. A comprehensive historical
study which brings together the many useful studies is definitely
in order, and the abundant materials in Spanish must be incorporated to enlarge the interpretation.~
In the present appraisal of the Guatemalan Revolution, a useful
starting point is to note the great differences between Central
America and North America in political culture and party develop1

ment. 3 The Latin base was founded on Hispanic monopolies in
unproductive landholding, a parasitic upper class, rather inflexible
class lines, an amalgam of indigenous and European cultures, and
a tendency to perpetuate the semifeudal functions of society. It
lacked the leavening that many states went through in the 19th
century - establishment of sovereign governments free of colonialism, development of a middle class, a modern economy, technological revolution, a broadening of the distribution of wealth, a viable
party system, and so forth.
In Central America political leadership fell to an oligarchy, with
liberal interests forming around either progressive 19th-century
concepts, or conservative opposition polarized around the great
landholders, the commercial bourgeosie, and the clergy. It is
essential to see, however, that both Liberals and Conservatives
shared similarities in the following traits: they represented elites
only, they emphasized ideology to the absence of any working
political programs, they were combative, they supported military
leadership, they represented the urban centers, and they reigned
from their parliamentary offices. Once the Liberals or the Conservatives entered office, they tended to lose cohesion, splinter into
factions around contenders for power, use public office as largesse,
abandon their ideological principles, and ally with traditional
power elites.
In short, a semifeudalism was perpetuated, and its characteristics
were maldistribution of political power to the point that the ruling
oligarchy was, in effect, organized as the state. Progress was
achieved in a limited sense by the Liberals who launched brief
reform programs in 1829 and again in 1871, programs designed to
separate Church and State, promote economic production, modernize technology, democratize public office, and, in general, attack
at the national level - if not at the local levels - the semifeudal
structure. The Conservatives, who had prevailed in the early 19th
century, gave way to Liberal domination of politics after 1871.
After that date, the Liberal party ruled in the name of efficient
dictatorships for the most part, particularly in the twenty-two
year regime under Manuel Estrada Cabrera from 1898 to 1920,
followed by the fourteen-year regime of Ubico from 1931 to 1944.
While nominally variations of the Liberal party, each of them
purported to follow a mildly progressive bourgeois program.
During the Ubico period the interests of both the Liberals and
the Conservatives were wedded; in law and in fact the economic
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interests of the upper class "were primary, and the essence of government was a controlled administration of the nation through the
generals, the finqueros (the plantation owners), and professional
leaders. On the surface, Guatemala was a nice quaint little
'banana" republic, in which all but the few enjoyed what Mexicans
used to call in the 19th-century Porfirio Diaz period, la paz de la
tumba (the peace of the tomb) . As in the Mexican case, Guatemala was safe for foreign companies, foreign merchants, for wandering foreign students and scholars of Mayan antiquities or
modern Indian life, for missionaries, in fact, safe for all but Guatemalan opponents and their allies against Ubico and the plutocracy
that he sheltered.
Not only did political life become highly compartmentalized,
but this tendency spread through the physical setting and the
economic and social structures. People even think in rather closed
patterns with regard to each other. For example, it is possible,
even common, to hear expressed an ideological position which
promises liberality toward the Indian levels, which are numerically
the bulk of the masses, but one may be shocked to see the "liberalism" demonstrated in the most conservative forms of paternalism
reflecting a willingness to aid the Indian physically, but no willingness to support the laws or other de facto changes which would
allow the Indian to progress along self-reliant lines that would
lead to his eventual upgrading in society. This dichotomy of attitude, this contradiction, is everywhere demonstrable through extremes of social structure, economic life, and even geographic isolation of peoples into separate compartments.
In this sense, Guatemala is like many of the developing countries
in the modern world, and technically it is classed as a multiple
society, a society "composed of more than one cultural tradition
and of diverse levels of social organization within the territorial
unit over which political jurisdiction is exercised." 4 This was the
Guatemala of Ubico, and it was the Guatemala of the Revolution;
but, what a difference in political attitude between the two governments as the post-1944 political leadership tried to shift the
,country away from political subordination of the many and economic exploitation by the few. The task was not simple, for Guatemala was, and is, a highly conservative society in which social
change has been traditionally slow.
In the rich volcanic highlands and on the Atlantic and Pacific
lowland plains of Guatemala live two groups of people officially
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called Indians and ladinos. A ladino is an individual who may or
may not have Indian racial features, but his culture is Western
and is derived from the Hispanic, Christian stream of Western
Civilization of the post-Columbus tradition. An Indian must be indigenous not only in race, but particularly in his adherence to cultural traits of dress, language, occupation, and even a syncretic
Christo-paganism in his religion. He remains Indian if he chooses
not to adopt Western ways. However, there is no basis to say he is
resistant absolutely to cultural change. Studies show that, given
technology and knowledge and economic reasons to change and
improve his simple life, he is capable of both rapid change and
real advancement. Yet, change has been slow, and this is fully
supported by statistics which reveal deep-seated compartmentalization on every side.
Of the nearly three million people in the republic in the 1940's,
the Indians represented perhaps 53 ..5 per cent - they were and are
the majority. But, here the interplay of compartments begins, and
the majority finds its place secondary or lower on the scale of
values and in the power structure. Agriculture is the key: perhaps
75 per cent of the labor is agricultural, nearly 60 per cent of the
national product is from agriculture, and 95 per cent of exports by
value are agricultural. But, while the vast majority of workers
depend for labor on the land, organized labor did not exist prior
to 1944, or did it?
Although denied organization into unions, workers were required
by vagrancy laws from 1934 until 1944 to choose their work, but
in any case work was declared an obligation to the state. They
had to work for someone else up to 150 days a year - having the
employer sign a work card designating labor done - or face punishment by the government.5 This applied in practice mostly to
Indians, and their work was felt to be essential to the coffee culture and the need for cheap labor in that main cash crop. Hence,
a cynic might observe that this was, indeed, "organized" labor. The
spirit revealed here is the subject of a frequently repeated anecdote about a note from a local official to a departmental governor :
"I am sending you 25 volunteers to work on the roads. Please send
back the ropes." 6
The cropland itself was compartmentalized too. Nearly 60 per
cent went to non-commercial maize production by the tightlyclustered highland Indians villages for the most part. Perhaps 20
per cent of the land at intermediate temperature altitudes bore the
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cash export coffee crop under the production of Guatemalan
ladinos and foreigners, using Indian and ladino labor. Bananas
accounted for over 5 per cent of the land under cultivation, and
the major producer was the American-owned United Fruit Company. Here again the rather extreme and limiting dichotomy: the
land produces food for non-commercial consumption by workers
- that is, they feed themselves at a subsistence level - and, it
bears cash crops for national income under a system of monoculture with mainly coffee and secondarily bananas, earning perhaps
95 per cent of foreign income. The rights and privileges and
economic fruits go to the propertied minority, while the subsistence-level farming and labor go to the vast majority with little
social justice being expressed.
Also, what is the nature of land tenure? Actually, only 18.6 per
cent of the land was under cultivation, and it was owned along
liues common to Latin American states. Of the arable land in 1950,
about 70 per cent fell to only 2.2 per cent of the landholders in
latifundios, or immense holdings - among these twenty-two individual landholders alone controlled 13.6 per cent of the workable
land. At the other end of the scale, some 259,169 small owners held
less than 5.75 acres apiece in minifundios, a state of being relatively
unproductive to out-and-out failure to produce a living for 76 per
cent of the landholders. Moreover, nearly 350,000 men and women
among the three million people were classed as agricultural laborers, unorganized, earning minimal levels of subsistence without the
economic means to change their lot. 7
·without going into supportive detail, their lot was illiteracy, low
life expectancy, a high infant mortality, and health and sanitation
problems that can still bring a gasp when seen in the country
today. The dichotomy here is clear: modern agricultural production for national income to support the tiny ladino minority and to
benefit in a material sense the urban-based population, urban
centers, roads and public works for a national minority of the population with an important, but relatively unrewarded contribution
from the majority, the rural non-national population. As will be
shown, this urban-rural division carries over into a four-tiered class
structure as well. 8
Highest in the Guatemalan social order is a cosmopolitan upper
class - urban, rich, traveled, with an income from a large farm
(a finca) or from a commercial source; next, a local upper class a gentry which resides in the capital or in a larger town, producers
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of cash crops and other foods, more modest in size of landholding,
and important in political decision-making; third, a bourgeosie
middle class of teachers, army officers, minor bureaucrats, white
collar and intellectual leaders; and, at the mass level, a fourth
lower class of workers (rural and urban), craftsmen, small artisans,
shopkeepers, and so forth. To give some idea of the distribution
of social status and power, the two segments of the upper class
have been estimated at 1.14 per cent of the population, the middle
class at 17 per cent, and the mass or popular level at 81.86 per
cent. 9
Putting together the questions of economic production, class
structure, and political action, there emerges a succinct and clear
picture of the resultant conditions of life in Guatemala:
That part of the population which carries the national variety of culture
is in fact the national society; it is scattered throughout the national territory;
~t is the link between the nation and other nations in the world and is the
segment of the population in whom political control is contested. It is
also that part of the population whose economic decisions have national
repercussions.lO

One might repeat that it does not include the non-national bulk of
rural peoples, for Guatemala is a deeply divided country.
Indian Guatemala can not initiate technological and economic
transformation because of the limitations of income and wealth.
Instead, the middle class ladinos are the national segment capable
of and willing to foment socio-economic change through their own
literacy, political involvement, social mobility, and the need to
augment their own wealth. The Indian is receptive to income-increasing changes, but, while he seeks rewards, he does not and can
not innovate. Finally, the middle group, not making great economic decisions, must resort to political power and the productive
support of the Indian and ladino lower class elements in order to
pursue socio-economic transformation of the nation based on sufficient economic resources. Viewing Guatemala as roughly parallel
to Mexico in about 1940, Manning Nash sees the clear possibility
of such change, even though the speed of change may be at a
different rate from the Mexican model.
Under ubiquismo prior to 1944, what was the situation of certain
elements of the middle class? Strangely enough, not one of the
generally accepted major sources on the Revolution has placed
serious emphasis on this point. In failing to do so, a highly im6

portant basic premise is lost, since the currents at work in the
case of the students and professionals of the National University
of Guatemala are a highly significant capsule of the entire political
process of the 1920's, of the dictatorial 1930's, and the revolutionary 1940's. In short, for a sensible interpretation of post-1944
events, a full knowledge of the period from 1920-1944 is essential.
Or, to be even more explicit, to fail to include this period in an
interpretation of the later social revolution is to fall into the trap
of seeing that later process as pro-Communist, Communist, antiAmerican, and so forth. This, in turn, is to oversimplify the interpretation to the exclusion of the deep-seated currents of Guatemalan national existence and historical experience, an error which
seriously limits interpretations in too many books on the Revolution.
It is safe to say that be£ore the cruel and ruthless suppression
of the so-called Iron Dictator, Ubico, his national police ( orefas,
or spies), the ley de fuga (shot while attempting to escape), and
his frequent use of military tribunals and sedition laws for summary execution, the effective and open expression of ideas and the
pursuit of improved cultural conditions were not widespread.
Ubico initiated his suppression at the very beginning of his presidency, and his rule over all Guatemalan society was absolute
after 1931.U In the case of the university students and professionals, they were silenced rather completely by 1935. His main
demons were said to be writers, Communists, and thieves, although parenthetically it should be noted that university students,
professors, graduate professionals, and intellectuals in general also
fitted the first two of these categories. u
A recent detailed study of the National University of Guatemala
from 1920 until 1944 reveals interesting background to the RevolutionP Students, professors, and writers had not been parti~ularly
organized or articulate prior to 1920, but the overthrow of Estrada
Cabrera led to a novel awakening in the 1920's. The basic problems of the Indian, land and labor, popular education, public
health, and related questions of political and socio-economic organization were raised actively and ideas were weighed by a generation of mainly middle class professionals who turned to an intellectual debate of these problems, to create Indianist literature,
and to focus on the historical problems of Guatemala. Remember,
this is in the middle sector, the sector that is believed to be
capable of bringing change to Guatemala. The political role of the
students was greater than their imperfect understanding and
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divided sympathy for indigenous life and their sympathetic attitude toward the urban and rural workers. Some universitarios
initiated small social aid programs with limited results, but others
simply felt the social task was too great and the nature of the
masses too primitive to raise up without immigration or some other
panacea.
After the 1920's university enthusiasm waned as the former
students became well accommodated to professional life. Many of
the students, one of them being Juan Jose Arevalo, supported
Ubico for president on the Liberal Progressive party ticket - but,
he turned at once to arbitrarily suppress university activities and
even imposed his own administrators. Coincident with Ubico's
reign, a general university reform movement was sweeping the
countries of Latin America. At this time, the university elements
either accepted political oppression or went into exile, and the
political tendency increased and split university students of the
generation of the 1930's. One faction, joined by the professionals
of the 1920's, sought a fairly modest evolutionary reform role for
the university and society, while other younger students, including
the Communist elements, sought a revolutionary role. This revolutionary element was chagrined at the failure of the other professionals and workers to respond to their proposed opposition to
ubiquismo. But, in short, a basic division took place when the
older professionals continued to view quick, total change in
Guatemala as socially unrealistic, while elements of the radical
youth idealistically sought upheaval for the populace first and their
own accommodation second. A loss of university spirit occurred from
1935 until 1940, and, while the two factions shared the experience
of the grinding ubiquista dictatorship and worked for university
reform together, they simply agreed to disagree on the direction
their opposition should take.
The generations of the 1920's and the 1930's merged finally in a
third period beginning with the revival of university cohesion and
anti-dictatorial spirit in 1941. Journals appeared, lectures and
foreign guests were provided, and students, teachers, professors,
and alumni - led by the law school - began to consolidate into a
professional unity within various university branches. Graduate
professional groups and the capital city teachers joined the resurgent movement, and slowly, former grievances were reintroduced university reform, deficiencies in popular education, freedom from
police state measures, and policy for Indians. Ostensibly protesting
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only for the university, their CIVIC action produced far wider impact. An excellent book appeared later on this period, by Manuel
Galich, and its title was Del panico al ataque, from the panic engendered by Ubico to the attack on his dictatorship. From 1941
until 1944, then, a well-organized institution with ceitain powers
of expression and potential for action, grew within the dictatorship.
On a broader plane, a series of new conditions arose to confront
the government. The dictator's congress extended his presidency
for another term in 1941, and this helped stimulate the student
opposition. The Mexican New Deal under Lazaro Cardenas was a
stimulus to revolutionary nationalism.l 4 Ubico expropriated German coffee farms after Guatemala joined the allies in World War
II, and he lost powerful backing in doing so. His deflationary
economy irked the important business community, and wages remained low too. The wartime period focused on freedom and democracy, and the parallels between Nazi techniques and aspects of
ubiquismo did not go unmentioned in Guatemala. Time and events
and public realization of what Ubico was and how long he would
rule were awakening keener interest in politics.
The students began to lose their fear of Ubico, and after 1942
their demands slowly increased. By 1943, the Asociaci6n de
Estudiantes Universitarios ( AEU) was revived, and student unrest continued. The dictator had his superstitions and remembered that prior to the 1920 revolution there had been a great war
and earthquakes; in the fall of 1943, there came earthquakes
during another war period, and Ubico suppressed the news about
their destruction. Early in 1944, the dictator's club of Central
America lost a charter member when General Maximiliano Hernandez Martinez of El Salvador resigned in the face of a general
strike by workers, teachers, and students. The AEU students took
a strong antidictatorial stand in openly expressing their approval
to Salvadorean university students, and their opposition to the
Ubico government continued to increase in May and June, 1944.
Student measures and government counter-measures are fully
treated elsewhere, 15 but student demands for university reform increased. To this were added wage demands by the school teachers
and a petition by professional, graduate lawyers to remove certain
ubiquista judges. The dictator seemed conciliatory, and, when the
students read this as weakness and pressed their demands, he reverted to form and suspended constitutional guarantees, then used
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police action, and a woman school teacher was killed. Protest arose
on all sides, for the students had succeeded in focusing widespread
discontent and in providing a martyr, a symbol of the movement.
A general strike was initiated as workers, bureaucrats, and businessmen joined the intellectuals, and the army asked Ubico to resign. He did so on July 1.
His error was clear: in Latin America the general strike is a customary, even if not constitutionally defined, part of the political
process, and it is recognized that decisions that destroy life and
property through brutal police action represent inappropriate and
illegitimate use of power. 1 G In short, Ubico went too far at that
time under the pressure from the very university militancy which
he had formed in the crucible of his grinding system.
General Ubico turned the government over to General Federico
Ponce Vaides in July, only to have Ponce hurled from office on
October 20 by the force of the popular discontent that continued
in Guatemala. The device of giving over office to a henchman to
satisfy popular pressures is as old as Latin American politics, and
Latin politicos seldom fail to try it. From that "October Revolution" - a phrase so smugly usurped by the Communist inspired
elements in the country in later days - there grew the reform
government of Dr. Juan Jose Arevalo Bermejo, who returned to
Guatemala from self-imposed exile in Argentina. Entering the
presidency in March, 1945, he served out his six-year term and
turned the government over to the newly-elected president Colonel
Jacobo Arbenz Guzman in March, 1951, an innovation in Guatemalan politics, since he not only completed his constitutional term
but he also turned over power to a constitutionally elected successor.
The problems facing the reformers under Arevalo followed a
two-directional path. Political democracy, or at least the initial
and necessary forms of political democracy, were almost totally
lacking on the one hand. Where were representative parties, elections, suffrage, a political choice and so forth? On the other hand,
Guatemalan reality ignored the widely accepted 20th-century concept of modern nationalism through which the state provides for
certain levels of worker protection, minimum levels of wages,
proper conditions of public health, and established centers for
popular education. Instead Arevalo inherited a tiny, powerful elite,
which indeed enjoyed the best of life and individualistically
sought to maintain its own interests. His problem was that Guate10

malan democracy needed to be broadened along collective lines to upgrade the masses without greatly disturbing the elites.
As an educator and an intellectual, his concerns were modern,
socialistic, and yet, he constantly showed a preoccupation with
producing material gain and still preserving the dignity of Guatemalans. His ideas were finally captioned "spiritual socialism," a
concept which caused much derision in later years, particularly
when it was made synonymous with fuzzy political thinking and
softness toward Communist elements in the country. Several nicknames were applied to him in popular humor, an early one being
chilacoyote, or bottle gourd, referring to the shape of his head
and possibly its contents, but later this became sandia, the watermelon, which one knows is green outside and red inside.
Excerpts from his campaign speeches in 1944 and 1945 state
some of his basic ideas in his own words :
If we call this post-war socialism "Spiritual," it is because in the world,
as now in Guatemala, there is a fundamental change in human values
coming into evidence. The materialistic concept (of socialism) has become
an instrument in the hands of totalitarian doctrines. Communism, fascism,
and nazism have also been socialistic. But that is a socialism which gives
food with the left hand while the right hand mutilates the moral and civic
values of man . . . .
The vertical column of this (spiritual socialism) is contained in the concept of liberation: moral liberation and economic liberation. This is not
. . . a concept of the old liberalism because liberalism always spoke of
individual liberties and of a powerful state to protect those individual interests gained by the hazards of fortune . . . Our liberation, on the other
hand, will be one of groups and will give protection to the groups and
not simply to fortunate individuals.
In a few words: we see directly a transformation of the spiritual, cultural
and economic life of the Republic. For this historic enterprise arevalismo is
no more than the first millimeter recorded in the long road to (full) national
liberation.l7

These aspirations suited the needs of the Guatemalan people in
1944 and early 1945, and Arevalo won over eighty-five per cent of
the popular vote in the December election in what was widely
hailed as an honest election.
What Guatemala needed in that period was a substantially
modified system within which to govern the people and employ
economic and human resources along new paths under the direction of the state - that is, eliminate semi-feudal structures, organize modern forms of capitalism, and nurture a democratic pro11

gram of public interests along nationalistic lines. 18 The state
needed to replace elites, whether these were military personalities,
dictatorial leaders, or the plutocrats.
The two administrations of the Revolution attempted to do this,
but with rather distinct policies and styles. Both regimes operated
on the basis of the revolutionary Constitution of 1945, which
Kalman Silvert summarized as " . . . a libertarian, unitary, semiparliamentary government designed to carry out neo-Socialist
economic policies."1 ') However, it is clear that in responding to
the needs of their respective years in office, the administration
of Dr. Arevalo from 1945 to 1951 was noticeably different from
that of Col. Arbenz from 1951 until 1954.
In that first period, Arevalo faced the difficult and turbulent
years which flow from a tightly controlled and relatively tranquil
dictatorship. A current slang term might well fit the case: the
natives are restless at this point. Arevalo's government attacked
the general problem of building new institutions, new structures
to carry out the ideology of the Revolution. Three results were
foremost. First, a series of public institutions that were evolved
represented a rapid, widespread, and, in1 all fairness, revolutionary
"New Guatemala" in terms of public services as claimed by the
government. Secondly, even with new public agencies arising on
all sides, the nature of this change was moderate by comparison
with other governments in Latin America and the world; that is,
the deep repression under previous elites made minimal modernization look sweeping in scope. And finally, the Arevalo administration was pleasing, exciting, and challenging with its currents of
change and the presence of revolutionists and exiles from other
countries. But, it was not the former "peace of the tomb." In any
case, it is interesting to take up these three points in turn.
The process of institution-establishment became Arevalo's main
distinguishing feature. Basic reforms were structured around new
public institutions which illustrated the spirit laid down in the
Constitution of 1945, and he invoked major reform measures in all
but the matter of land tenure. While the Arbenz government later
built on these reforms, it added only one principal reform, land
rlistribution.
Probably the greatest contribution of the Arevalo era was to
afford the country with a true labor movement for the first time.
In 1945, a Ministry of Economy and Labor was created, and the
Labor Code of 1947 provided for collective bargaining, labor
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courts, compulsory arbitration of disputes, and later on provlSlon
was made for severance pay to dismissed workers.~ 0 The unionization of urban and rural workers later came to involve over 300,
000 rural and urban members, a very large union membership for
the tiny state of Guatemala.
The field of educational reform was a favorite with Arevalo. In
popular education, he made instruction available to the rural
peoples, expanded the Ministry of Public Education, allowed a
powerful teacher's syndicate to slowly improve their lot, and
changes began to show in facilities and in attendance. The Popular
University, started by students in the 1920's, was revived for capital city proletariat too. Other measures included the formation of
a National Literacy Campaign, a National Indian Institute, rural
Cultural Missions to instruct the masses in sanitation and public
health, the expansion of the National Symphony Orchestra and
the National Ballet, and finally, the construction of a national
Olympic Stadium in the capital for popular use and for instruction
in physical education for the people.
In higher education, the University of San Carlos of Guatemala
was granted its autonomy and a new name, and Arevalo resisted
the temptation to react to student opposition from time to time
and instead lent his cooperation in university expansion. New
colleges ( facultades) and schools were added in basic fields long
needed in Guatemala, in Humanities, Agronomy, and Journalism.
The San Carlos Summer School was inaugurated too, and it was
considered important for having brought contact with foreign
professors and students. 21 Finally, the university's activities in
university reform were recognized when it hosted the Union of
Latin American Universities in 1949 and provided its first president, the ex-rector of San Carlos, Dr. Carlos Martinez Duran.
Reform in the nation's economic system was a major plank in
this period. The Production Development Institute (Instituto Nacional del Fomento de la Producci6n, lNFOP) was decreed in 1948,
and through its efforts as noted in its journal, the Monitor del
INFOP, salient programs for increasing national productivity were
developed. In public works, the highway system was greatly improved and extended - and with the aid of the United States
government there was built the only international highway in
Guatemala, the Roosevelt Highway. Under the succeeding Arbenz
regime this was supplemented by an Atlantic Highway to connect
the northern and southern seacoasts of the nation.
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Coffee commanded sustained high market prices in this period
- and it accounted for perhaps ninety per cent of export earnings so that the economy of the country was at its highest level in
history in the revolutionary years. This factor more than any other
made possible the greatest national budgets in Guatemalan history
from which to carry out reforms after 1945. Ironically enough, the
growth of a government committed to Communism by 1954 came
from a reform program supported by and large from coffee income
- an income that was received up to ninety per cent from the
United States!
Social legislation brought a new Ministry of Public Health and
Social Aid under Arevalo. It was a key reform to stamp out those
common maladies so long responsible for the low standards of
living of the people and to combat deficiencies of sanitation, dietary education and research, spraying, immunization, and venereal
disease control. Maternity care came under the supervision of the
government, and in the maintenance of research and health centers
international cooperation was provided by such agencies as the
Pan American Sanitary Bureau, the Kellog Foundation, and the
Nutrition Institute of Central America and Panama. In 1948 another great step was taken in the formation of the Guatemalan
Social Security Institute, which was entrusted with providing hospitalization, rehabilitation, indemnities, and accident and disability
pensions for workers, all for the first time in history. Its worth
was characterized as fellows:
Prior to January, 1948, when the Social Security System was inaugurated,
the workers had no protection in case of accidents, illness, old age, or
incapacity . . . In a very short time, the Social Security System has grown
into one of the most important institutions in the country, in regard to the
services it renders and the magnitude of its finances, hospitals, and medical
facilities.2~

To give some idea of the impact of this system, nearly one hundred thousand persons benefited in 1951-1952 from social security
protection for medical treatment, hospital care, emergency and
first-aid treatment, and accident benefits.23
Throughout this period of reform government, Arevalo was
faced with the almost constant threat of internal disruption of
the reform programs. Although he had been captioned a schoolteacher president, 24 it would be most misleading to let the image
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stand unchallenged. Sources of discontent with the reforms included, for example, the opposition of the Catholic Church. When
women were given the right to vote (in the Constitution of 1945)
for the first time in Guatemala, the devout women were successfully urged by the Church to vote against Arevalo.~ " More priests
were permitted to enter Guatemala than in the previous fifty years,
and they adopted and pursued an anti-Communist and anti-government line from the beginning. Large plantation owners and
foreign investors attacked his liberal reforms. The extreme nationalists referred to him as el clui, the popular form of address in
Argentina, which was a token of their discontent with his previous foreign residence in South America and with his employment
of trained foreign specialists in administrative posts. Students, who
are inevitably anti-government (and anti-military and anti-yankee),
frequently opposed and ridiculed him for bringing in foreign
elements and for permitting rumored graft in government expenditures . Unemployed army officers from previous times were a constant threat in terms of renewed political participation. Even the
Communists, who Arevalo successfully held down in terms of
party activity and official positions of power, rallied a small, but
strategically united group to foment discontent and bring criticism
to the government that tolerated their presence.
Many complex currents ran through both the internal and the
external opposition to Arevalo, but one fact remains constant:
despite bickering in and out of Guatemala, all of the opposition
groups were tolerated except where their activities led to riot or
to violence. This applied to foreigners equally with nationals. The
school-teacher tag does not hold, for, in his six years as president
thirty-two different attempts of one kind or another were made
against his administration." 6 His successful defense of a civil government in the face of military threats in a traditionally dictatorial
country was properly hailed as a triumph for civil processes.
\Vithout any doubt, one of these many attempts at uprising was
a crucial factor in the direction that the Revolution took. By July,
1949, two of the military junta that successfully headed the October Revolution in 1944 had become rivals for power in the am1ed
forces. Col. Francisco Javier Arana was the Chief of Staff and the
ranking power in the army, but Col. Jacobo Arbenz Guzman was
a clear rival as Minister of War under Arevalo. The problem was
that Arevalo was unable to achieve political unity among his leftist
supporters on the one hand, and that he had considerable opposi15

tion from the rightest elements on the other hand. Arana, a declared candidate for presidential elections in 1950, was a probable
pole to which discontented factions were rallying for an opposition
candidate, including elements of the right and some revolutionists
who were not unwilling to see the military back in politics. Arbenz
.for his part was the focal point of the radicals on the left, particularly the Communists whom Arevalo kept out of power but whom
Arbenz championed.
The army was brought back into politics when Arana was
assassinated in July, 1949, apparently by persons close to Arbenz,
and under circumstances that Arevalo refused to investigate. After
that time the army was back in politics and Arbenz, supported by
Arevalo, was the successful candidate for president in 1950. The
non-Communist left still holds Arevalo responsible for the rise of
both Arbenz and the Communists, since he actually did fail to
build a strong non-Communist left with which to continue the
October Revolution. Naturally, the rightest elements take the same
view, except that with them it is held to be part of a Communist
conspiracy. Arevalo was a visionary reformer, but he was not apt
enough at amassing political support in the 1940's.
The second revolutionary administration under Colonel Arbenz
will be characterized as an agrarian reform government since its
main policies, its principal activities, and its final downfall are all
related to the land reform measures it attempted to carry out
from 1951 until 1954. His administration also concerned itself with
ongoing institutional development inherited from Arevalo, but it
was the Agrarian Reform Law of 1952 that made the greatest impact on the history of the brief Arbenz regime.
Jacobo Arbenz was as totally a military man as Juan Jose
Arevalo was a civilian. He graduated from the national military
academy, and he married well into the family of a Salvadorean
coffee planter. However, the family felt that the military man was
beneath them, and the couple was snubbed by high society in
both countries. Maria Arbenz, partly in resentment, is commonly
believed to have led both of them along Communist lines. Although at the beginning of his term there was widespread hope
that he might remain centrist, he steadily moved into the Communist camp. His motivations have never been explicit, but remain
to be revealed in spite of the large body of literature on the period.
What is known is that he was introverted, non-intellectual, politically tough, a sincere nationalist, and, ultimately, dedicated to
Communism.
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How could nationalism best be served when Arbenz assumed
the presidency? The answer to this question was at least partially
supplied through the recommendations of a three-month Survey
Mission of the International Bank for Reconstruction and Development ( IBRD) in 1950. A mission member discussed the heart of
the socio-economic problems in an article published the following
year. 27 Focusing on how to utilize both the natural and human
resources - particularly the geographically and culturally isolated
Indian majority - economic: development called mainly for increased production for food and for export. Since industry was
relatively minor in national economy, a need existed for development of at least light industry aimed at processing agricultural
products and thereby increasing national income.
Recommendations included expansion of production on land
held under existing conditions on farms and villages, and resettlement of crowded highland peoples by opening up the fertile Pacific
plains to mechanized agriculture. Government-held land on national
farms was suggested as useful for model farm projects, and programs were urged to improve health, education, prepare trained
personnel, improve technology, and so forth. The serious need for
careful, deliberate, and intelligent planning was stressed. The existing Labor Code was recognized as both important and necessary,
but no assumption of great need for land redistribution was
pressed. Three deep-seated areas of problems were recognized:
( 1) increased productivity of labor and land was essential to advancement in living standards for the bulk of the people; ( 2) the
employer attitude toward the worker as a partner rather than a
subject had to change; and ( 3) the political legacy of reliance on
all progress being bestowed from above was still a weakness and
potentially could be the open door to undesirable political influence.
This solution was pointedly directed at economic and social
measures to meet the agricultural needs of Guatemala. But,
Arbenz was not merely nationalistic, he was increasingly pro-Communist. How would the needs of the Communists be served in
this case? The Communists around Arbenz chose an immediate
political attack on land holding and on related capital rather than a
more productive nationalistic and planned reform program along
economic lines. The final major step of the reformist governments
represented a major vehicle to implement this approach, and in
1952 the Agrarian Reform Law was passed.28
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The law itself is widely accepted by critics writing in both
Spanish and English as justified under Guatemalan conditions and
as basically aimed at idle land. The problems it engendered arose
from its being concentrated directly under the final responsibility
of the president of the republic. Within its administrative structures then, were provisions for administration, expropriation, agrarian credit, and local peasant councils to initiate procedure in
the courts. Thus, the danger which had recently been noted of
imposed progress from above was deepened, and, while Communists did not hold ministry-level posts and were not present in
great numbers, they did thoroughly control administrative agencies
or were often supported by non-Communist officials who were
sympathetic to thorough-going land redistribution. From this position the Communists wedded land reform and labor organization
to an attack on capital rather than pursuing productive economic
measures for the nation. In doing so, their contact with Soviet
Russia, their dedication to the international Communist policies,
and their personal commitment as Communists have been documented carefully and beyond doubt.
Prior to the Agrarian Law, the various political camps had
rallied to their separate economic and ideological poles. On the
traditional right were the landholders, including both Guatemalans
and foreign agricultural interests and their dependencies. The
Catholic Church was another important element in this group, and
it was particularly effective in the urban areas and in political
organizations. Generally speaking, the foreigners were three NorthAmerican owned companies, the United Fruit Company, the International Railways of Central America ( IRCA), and the Empresa Electrica de Guatemala (a subsidiary of American and
Foreign Power Company). The fruit company used the railway
to transport bananas, and it was a heavy investor in both of the
other companies. All three were monopolies of production, transportation and pier facilities on the Caribbean seacoast, and
electric power in Guatemala. Both the Guatemalan government
and the companies pursued unfair practices and intransigence
toward each other in the post-1944 period; neither side was willing to be reasonable and resolve their differences to the greater
interest of the nation.:!!)
On the revolutionary left, particularly after the rise of Arbenz
to real power out of the assassination of Colonel Arana in 1949,
were the Communists and assorted ultranationalists. Arevalo had
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chosen political survival with his rather moderate political policies, but the failure of Arevalo to develop political support and
moderation at the democratic left allowed political power to become dangerously bipolarized in Guatemala during the second
revolutionary period.:-so The leaders of reform in 1944, the authors
of the Constitution of 1945, and the directors of the Revolution
and intellectuals who shaped it were mainly from the university
generations after the 1920's. Interestingly enough, history repeated
itself when this group split again, the radicals opting for Arbenz
and Communism, the more moderate evolutionists remaining on
the left, but short of Communism.
The armed forces, although not a political camp, were essential
to the sovereignty and continuation of the state as a political
organism with stability and control to the extent that it commanded "a monopoly of armed force, justice and administration
over a given area and population."31 Basic to the revolutionary
nature of politics after 1944 was the question of a climate of
habit of obedience in supporting the stability of the state by its
component parts, especially the army. It has been stated that, not
all of the army, but its controlling elements had participated in
the October Revolution of 1944, had supported both the Arevalo
and Arbenz administrations, and, in effect, supported the revolutionary process. This was important since the army does not rule
in Guatemala, but it certainly determines who does. 32
In 1952, the implementation of the Agrarian Law had the effect
of crystallizing the clash of political elements when the weight of
that law shifted an immense amount of potential power to the
agrarian masses under presidential tutelage. It is essential to
view this process as a political revolution, in which popular elements were being directed toward an important shift in power,
which was being nurtured mainly under the direction of Communist elements that were determined to develop a majoritarian,
popular left as an antagonistic opponent to the deep-seated cosmopolitan interests of the former ruling upper classes. The manner
in which the agrarian reforms would proceed was crucial, for
Guatemala now had competing power blocs in the police action
of the army, the rising militancy and numbers of the laboring
masses, and in the traditional power elites with their interests
intimately tied to international political forces. Any, or all, of the
blocs could pose real danger to the broader stability and to the
continuing existence of the Revolution.
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In sum, then, the new militant left raised a challenge that would
deeply redefine power within Guatemala. Excessive and abrupt
measures by the agrarian reform leadership followed. Local committees acted in an abusive and unjust fashion in the manner of
modern revolutionary movements. Officials and workers not only
administered the agrarian measures, but they did so in ways that
were often unjust and harmful to the propertied interests who
went mostly unrepresented in the proceedings. While large landowners did not like the law, they accepted it; but they opposed the
manner of its application in practice. In 1953, the law was challenged by a Guatemalan landowner who requested an injunction
and a temporary halt to reform while the constitutionality of the
law could be studied. The Supreme Court justices voted 4 to 1
for the injunction, and the government-aligned Congress removed
the four from the court for incompetency. The injunction was reversed. Administrative and judicial power clearly lay with the
government, and the army, which acted like a negative power bloc
for the moment, chose not to withdraw military and police support.
The army supported Arbenz, not the Communists; but, Arbenz
supported and used the Communists.
At that time, the two principal interest groups in the power
struggle turned the question of national sovereignty and the resolution of their conflict outward, projecting the struggle increasingly
along international ideological lines. The United Fruit Company
was expropriated of vast amounts of land on the fertile Pacific
coast, the general region where the 1950 IRBD economic mission
had envisioned resettlement and development on unoccupied lands,
but not on the lands of the company. The terms of the settlement
quickly became stalemated, and United Fruit, without access to
courts of law, sought and received the full support of the United
States government in March, 1953. The government of Guatemala
continued to refuse settlement of the matter through the early
months of 1954.
The Communists later insisted that the United States intervened
to protect the United Fruit Company, but the greater probability is
that the expropriation simply forced action upon Washington. The
broader issue was the vocal, militant, and troublesome Communist
activity of 1953 and 1954 in a small, Caribbean republic. At the
same time, this was vastly complicated by an unimaginative, insensitive anti-Communist stance by the Eisenhower administration
in Washington. It must be recalled that by 1953, the Cold War
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had been initiated, the hot Korean War had been fought and
stalemated, and the power center of American policy had long
since shifted out of the American lake - the Caribbean - and
into the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and the Pacific basin.
Economic recovery with United States aid under the Marshall
Plan was concentrated mainly in Western Europe. In Latin
America the cliches for that time were politically "a policy of drift"
and economically a policy of arriving with an "empty briefcase"
at hemisphere economic discussions. This was certainly the case
in Guatemala where the United States had pursued essentially a
policy of "masterful inactivity" - to borrow a phrase from W.
Somerset Maugham. In October, 1953, a successful anti-Communist
diplomat named John E. Peurifoy, was sent to replace a competent,
but inactive ambassador to Guatemala.
In January, 1954, the pressure began to mount for the Arbenz
government. It was known that Colonel Carlos Castillo Armas, imprisoned in Guatemala City for an unsuccessful military coup
against Arevalo in 1950 and escaped in 1951, was preparing
troops in adjacent Honduras. On January 29, Guatemala made a
general accusation that an invasion plot was underway by El Salvador, the Dominican Republic, Nicaragua, and Venezuela, with
the "acquiescence of a government of the North."33 Washington
replied on the following day denying the accusations and charging
that Guatemalan Communists were behind a propaganda campaign
to disrupt the Tenth Inter-American Conference destined for
Caracas, Venezuela in March 1954.:s 4 With animosities out in the
open for the first time, Washington began a campaign to isolate
Arbenz from the rest of the hemisphere, and at the Caracas Conference the Latin American states voted 17 to 1 for a declaration
that Communism - Guatemala was not mentioned by name - was
not welcome in this hemisphere. The powerful states of Mexico
and Argentina abstained, Costa Rica was not present, and Guatemala voted no.~ 5 The vote reflected a desire for economic aid for
their countries and was given without enthusiasm by most of the
Latin American states. However, the United States claimed that it
had hemisphere approval, and it was clear that it would support
an anti-Arbenz movement. What has not been made clear is any
direct implication of this country or its representatives in the June
invasion.36
What Washington did accomplish was to uncover through the
Central Intelligence Agency the fact that a Czechoslovakian arms
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shipment of 1,900 tons had reached Guatemala, and this was announced on May 17.37 The United States used this to gain support
for its policy against Guatemala, and mutual security treaties with
Honduras and Nicaragua were implemented by flying arms to
those states. Having been refused arms purchases by the United
States and other hemisphere countries, Guatemala turned to the
Iron Curtain for arms, ostensibly for counter invasion. The United
States charged that in fact the arms were intended for sabotage
to the Panama Canal. Intended action within the Organization of
American States failed to take place by the time that an invasion
was launched by Colonel Castillo Annas and his Army of Liberation from Honduras on June 18. After a brief civil war, Arbenz
resigned at the request of the army on June 27, 1954.
No decisive steps were taken by the United States in the United
Nations or the Organization of American States to clarify, to arbitrate, or to investigate the problems and actions that were involved.
There were irregularities on all sides, and the affair continued
to focus on the international confrontation of Russia and the
United States in the Security Council. Philip Taylor studied and
then summarized the complex event as follows:
o o the entire situation leads to the conclusion that the United States
failed to give evidence of faith in the processes of the United Nations;
that it dragged its feet regarding effective OoAoSo action beyond the point
of reason; that it was intimately involved in a situation of subversion of a
constitutional government; and that it did not at any time undertake to make
the record clear to the people of the United States or to Latin America.
However justifiable the circumstances may have been, the United States has
not allowed itself to be put in a complimentary lighto38
0

The record has continued to remain unclear as to the inside workings of the civil war - both the relationship between Castillo
Armas and Washington and the . involvement of Arbenz with Moscow. Unfortunately, the focus of far too much of the literature
also has remained external and international, rather than national
and focused on Guatemalan conditions.
What is clear is that when the final events began to occur, the
Guatemalan army decided at the beginning of June, 1954, that the
Communist plans and statements regarding the forming of a
people's militia, as well as their international conflict with the
United States, had gone beyond the limits acceptable to the military.39 They recommended that Arbenz curb the Communists and
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stabilize Guatemalan politics, and he refused on the basis he
usually gave, that they were his staunch supporters and were essential to the revolutionary process. He was not entirely certain of
the army, although they were felt to be loyal to him. When the
invasion began on a small scale, loyal army units stood off the
liberation forces for a few days. Arbenz wanted to follow the
Communist position of arming some 5,000 workers whom they
would supply for fighting, but the army refused to do so. Arbenz,
who had held power with army support which was now lost, then
resigned rather than widen the bloodshed, violence, and the civil
war. In the last analysis, the army became an active power bloc
once again, and in refusing to protect the regime or to provide
real fire power to the workers they made the decisive choice that
gave the Revolution over to the counterrevolution under Castillo
Armas.
However, the numerous rural workers did not represent an alternate power bloc either, not only because they lacked arms but also
because they did not join in a class stmggle or proletariat uprising
for a Communist ideology to which they had neither dedication
nor conviction. Communism had been " . . . a channel through
which they might achieve specific goals, be they more income, more
land, or simply more power." 4'' The workers had not had much
time to change from their traditional suppression and servility
under the pre-1944 leadership. The Communists evidently had
gambled on their ability to manipulate and control large numbers
of workers - and, of course, on Arbenz' continued support and
ability to use the armed forces. However, interviews conducted
with imprisoned workers caught in the sudden counterrevolution
in June, 1954, generally revealed that there had been scant receptivity to Communist penetration. The workers interviewed in
prisons knew little about either politics or political leaders; they
were poor and illiterate; naturally they favored the government in
power; they wanted to return to work and to their families; and,
they were Catholics. 41 At most, the workers had realized a
"sociological awakening," a brief period in which previously accepted behavior patterns and social relationships with 'leaders,
ladinos, Indians, nation, and countrymen had followed new and
favorable channels of authority. 42 The Communists, who had contributed greatly to creating those channels, temporarily destroyed
them with their policies and activities.
Events in Guatemala in the post-revolutionary period offer a
23

convenient vehicle through which to review and summarize the
Revolution and the fortunes of its main power elements. Castillo
Armas not only turned the country to counterrevolution, but ultimately he returned Guatemala from a reformist to what at
first inspection seemed to give evidence of being a restoration of
the traditional conservative economic and political system. This,
after all, has been a pattern in Guatemalan history - brief periods
of reform action followed by long periods of conservative reaction.
Was this the case again?
The armed forces have loomed large in the period after 1954.
Castillo Armas was assassinated by a palace guard in 1957, and he
was succeeded in the presidency by General Ydigoras Fuentes
from 1958 until 1962. Ydigoras was compelled to give over the
office to his Minister of Defense, Colonel Enrique Peralta Azurdia,
and Peralta served until civilian leadership was restored in 1966
under the present president, Julio Cesar Mendez Montenegro of
the leftist Revolutionary Party.
But, public order has been a deep problem in this period, and
Guatemala has suffered and suppressed various coups, a Castroinspired guerrilla campaign in the provincial areas, and, for the
past year or more, a newer political process of noninstitutionalized
violence is disrupting political life. This latest turbulence consists
of the use of violence and terror by the extreme left and the extreme right for the purpose of demonstrating their power capabilities, and the public is caught in the crossfire. Urban killings,
kidnapping and ransoming of prominent officials and citizens,
and even the machine-gunning and murder of the ranking United
States military officer in Guatemala City early in 1968 have been
the result. This demonstrates one of the main legacies of the Revolution, which is expressed in the politics of mistrust, conflict, and
dissension.43
Since about 1957, there also appears to be developing a multiparty system that has a general right-left grouping, from moderate
right under Ydigoras to the democratic left of the present administration, to the pro-Castro far left. 44 Communism is barred, and the
nearly totalitarian Communist Party - calling itself the Guatemalan Labor Party under Arbenz - is generally held responsible
along with Arbenz for the suffocation of the Revolution of 1944.45
Nonetheless, the political and ideological turbulence appears to
leave the military position vastly superior to the party activities in
terms of recent governments. Ubico and the Liberals and Conserv24

atives are gone, but the army remains and the Revolution did
not succeed in stabilizing the military as an institution responsible
to the nation, rather than to the factions within the nation. Finally,
history witnessed a sociological awakening of the grass roots
ladino-lndian masses, and, while this factor is dormant now, it
does exist. 4 6
Socio-economic reforms were dealt with in a predictable counterrevolutionary fashion, and along the apparent path of restoration
of the traditional latifundio system. The motto of the Army of
Liberation in 1954 was "Dios, patria lJ libertad," ("God, country
and liberty"), but local humor took this to be "Adios, patria y
libertad," ("Farewell, country and liberty") .47 This was unduly
pessimistic - although in the restoration of counterrevolutionary
supporters there was some truth to the feeling - but, in the Castillo
period the expunging of revolutionary gains was pointedly selective and conservative. Striking at the only serious areas of revolutionary change in terms of shifting power within Guatemalan
society, the Agrarian Reform Law of 1952 was replaced by a new
Agrarian Statute in 1956. Much expropriated property was restored through the reestablishment of court action favorable to
the propertied classes, and these included the United Fruit Company. The new agrarian reform program slowed to a fraction of
the previous revolutionary land distribution, but it was still of
a significant size - actually the second largest of the pre-Alliance
for Progress agrarian programs in Latin America. 48 However, the
impetus of land reform was greatly slowed, even if the "inheritance effect" of a post-revolutionary land program was continued.
Secondly, in the name of purging Communists and fellow travelers,
the union movement was given constitutional recognition, but its
size and strength were seriously diminished. Rural labor organization collapsed, and recent urban organization treads lightly. The
latifundio system was restored and the traditional, vulnerable labor
market for landed elites was secure again; the two channels to
real change for the masses were clogged, if not stopped.
Much of the remainder of the socio-economic institutions structured mainly by the Arevalo administration were continued and
even advanced under succeeding governments. Why not? After all,
the Revolution had presented a frightening challenge to the oligarchy and its factions, and stepped up social programs with a bit
more public spending than before would be a good counterrevolutionary sop to the bulk of the people. The revolutionary pro-
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grams were not "radical" in any case, and the general process of
the Revolution has been characterized as a "catching up" process
with other nations that provided their citizens with similar programs without a so-called revolution. 49 A comparison of Guatemalan statistics will still reveal that in ranking of educational,
health, income, and related areas of welfare, the nation falls in
the moderate to lowest ranks. The need to restructure and enhance the collective well being of the country still persists.
In similar fashion, the post-1954 governments continued to build
roads, ports, public works, and so forth along the lines projected
by the Revolution. These programs were generally slower than
programs in other Latin countries where military men tended to
accelerate infrastructure programs more than Guatemala did. Also,
such public spending tended to be centered where it was useful
to the middle and upper classes rather than to the abandoned
outlying areas. The capital city is beautiful right now with plazas,
statues, and fountains; but, only 16 per cent of the rural area has
drinking water and only a third of the houses in urban centers
have water service.5 o
Finally, the two important allies of counterrevolution are back
in Guatemala. The Roman Catholic Church was legally reestablished in the Constitution of 1956. They recovered their political,
economic and social prerogatives, and they accepted freedom of
worship in the bargain. Their patient vigil from 1871, when the
liberals separated Church and State, until 1954 was rewarded. The
support of the Church as a major segment of the opposition to
Communism and as an opponent of the revolutionary regimes paid
handsome dividends. The United States is back in Guatemala too,
both public and private initiative. Friendly relations with the
United States are a main policy of the governments since 1954,
and anti-Communist collaboration continued into recent years. The
training of Cuban exiles for the Bay of Pigs invasion of 1961 took
place in part in Guatemala. American people and agencies are
everywhere evident, and much productive and progressive activity
is turned out by such groups. Private investment has grown due
to favorable legislation and government incentive programs since
1954, and there is a new dynamism to commerce, investment, and
banking that pays benefits to the nation at large. The excessive
nationalist zeal and the fear of political and economic penetration
that led the Arbenz government to block both North American and
international institutions and investment is, happily, gone.
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In this new pace of economic activity, and it is strikingly apparent to one who has returned at frequent intervals over the past
twenty years, there is a heritage of the Revolution combined with
post-revolutionary developments in the official attitude toward
capital and in the important gains of the Central American Common Market in the 1960's. The Revolution brought new industrial
and commercial activity, and it stimulated the cultivation of
modern crops like cotton and essential oils. This introduced new
monied interests into the upper classes, but unlike the coffee oligarchy, their interests and probably their future are based on
modern economic concepts. Basically they are allied to upper class
interests, but they are sympathetic to and understanding of the
lower socio-economic order. They are an enlightened entrepreneurial class. While the post-1954 economic energy has represented
a revitalization of the upper classes and has widened the gulf
between rich and poor, at least the traditional monocultural element has lost its monopoly of class privilege, and modem attitudes
introduce a welcome complexity. The old guard would keep Guatemala divided, rural, servile; the new monied interests will find
their own interests healthiest with rising new wants, increased
salaries and purchasing power, and an expanded level of living
for the masses.
In sum, like certain other Latin American states in the postWorld War II period, Guatemala pursued a reformist upheaval.
Certain laudable gains have continued, but it seems clear that the
established national elites, and their foreign counterparts, did not
accept the revolutionary program in broad enough terms to justify
a judgement that the New Guatemala envisioned in the October
Revolution was actually successful. From 1944 to 1954 the socioeconomic system was not deeply restructured; after 1954 the more
revolutionary regimes in 20th-century Latin America, Mexico,
Bolivia, and Cuba have succeeded in maintaining their revolutionary programs. The Guatemalan Revolution was aborted.
A writer who most acutely analyzes Guatemalan society and
history has set down a thoughtful sub-theme to counterrevolution,
and this is the theme that gives the post-1954 period its ambivalent
appearance between reaction and progress - both have been indicated as being present. In describing the restoration of upper class
interests during the counterrevolution and noting the economic
vigor and new modern elements added to the landed aristocracy,
he notes that:
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Their best informed elements (the modern monied group) understand that
the march toward the destruction of privilege, social justice, agrarian reform
and economic nationalism, is inevitable; but they are trying to take advantage
of traditional conditions to the extent and for the time that this can be
done.51

One is left with the feeling that this may become the epitaph for
the traditional order in Guatemala.
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you were horse Indians, by 1831 it was far simpler and safer, to
accompany Americans to St. Louis." The Nez Perces were "horse
Indians" not "canoe Indians". Moreover, the Hudson's Bay Company did not take passengers on their express going either way
who were not in some direct way connected with the Company.
When Jason Lee appealed to Dr. McLaughlin to go as a passenger
with the Express on its eastward-bound journey in 1838, he was
politely but firmly refused. How then can we expect the Company
to take a delegation of Indians with them to Red River?
Moreover, we must remember that the Nez Perces frequented
the Rendezvous of the American Fur Company in the Rockies.
It was a simple matter for the delegation to travel with the returning caravan to St. Louis in the summer and fall of 1831. (Anyway,
this we know, this is exactly what happened. )
Judging by the article by the late Dr. Morgan which appeared in
The Pacific Historian in the spring of 1967 and also by the correspondence which he had with me bearing on this subject, I am
confident that if Dr. Morgan were alive today, he would object
as strongly as I have to this mythical theory of Jedediah Smith's
supposed influence on the Nez Perce delegation of 1831. As in the
case of Marcus Whitman, we do not need to weave fanciful myths
and legends around our heroes to make them great. J edediah
Smith's right to be remembered as one of the greatest of the explorers and fur traders of the West remains unaffected by having
this myth exposed.
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4
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There were several delegations of Indians from west of the Rockies
which visited St. Louis during the 1830's in search of information
about Christianity. The delegation of 1831 originally included several
from the Flathead tribe who turned back.
The Journals of Jedediah Smith indicate that he was with the Flathead
Indians more than with the Nez Perces. Indeed the name "Nez Perce"
does not occur in the index of Dr. Dale Morgan's life of Jedediah Smith.
Don M. Chase, He Opened the West, Crescent City, Calif., 1958
Chase, ibid., p. 12
Dale L . Morgan, "Jedediah Smith Today", THE PACIFIC HISTORIA.l'J,
vol. 11, no. 2, p. 43
My new work on Whitman will c,ontain about 400,000 words and will
appear in a two-volume set. Arthur Clark Co., Glendale, 1973.
Don Chase, "Was it Jedediah Smith?" THE PACIFIC HISTORIAN,
vol. 15, no. 3, pp 3-10
Clifford M. Drury, Henry Hannon Spalding, Caxton Printers, Ltd., 1936,
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DON CHASE'S REJOINDER TO
DR. DRURY MARCH 21, 1972
Dr. C. M. Drury, outstanding authority on early missionary
activity in the Washington and Idaho area, addressed the 1972
California History Institute at the University of the Pacific, responding to my address of the year previous, on a similar occasion.
Dr. Drury took exception to my finding that Jedediah Smith is
the most likely person to have influenced the mission of Nez Perce
Indians to St. Louis in 1831 to ask for the Bible and religious instruction for their people.
Dr. Drury presented much more detail, in his account, than I
had had time for in my much briefer presentation, but he gave
no relevant facts adequate to support his conclusion, that the person of influence was not Smith, but Spokane Garry, an Indian
lad who was a Hudson's Bay Company protege.
The importance of the matter is that, as historians agree, the
Indian mission to St. Louis sparked a train of events which led to
the settlement of the Oregon country by Americans, which in turn
led to United States sovreignty over the area.
Let us look at Dr. Drury's case. Why does he think that a sixteen-year old Spokane Indian boy, having had brief training at the
Hudson's Bay Company's headquarters at Red River Settlement,
influenced men of two tribes whose language he did not speak,
to send a delegation to the American fur capital, St. Louis? Here
we have said "two tribes" - the fact is that of the four men who
went to St. Louis, three were full blood Nez Perces, and the fourth
had a Flathead father and a Nez Perce mother. We consistently
refer to them as the Nez Perce mission.
The boy, at age twelve, was taken to the Red River (modern
Winnepeg) in 1825 to be educated and trained to be a missionary to his own people. Other boys from other tribes were also
taken; Garry is the only one who actually did any teaching. In
1929, the other boy who was with him in these early years had
died at Red River, and that spring the Company sent Garry home
to see his parents, and to visit his home, easing his own homesickness. He went back to Red River with the next express, in 1830,
and several other boys from other tribes went back with the Company party. He remained at Red River three years, according to
Company records, returning home to stay in 1832, at the age of
49

nineteen years. He was now ready to teach and instruct his people.
He was not able to do much instructing of other tribes, as he was
not fluent in the other languages - he may not have had any
ability at all in Nez Perce.
There is no evidence that in 1829 Garry did any instruction in
Christianity, or read publicly from the Bible. There is no evidence
whatever that he brought a Bible back with him, although he
may have done so. Dr. Drury, on the contrary, believes that a
statement made by the Nez Perce chief, Lawyer, in 1839 contradicts me. Lawyer is said to have told Asa Smith, a missionary,
that "about ten years ago" Garry had instructed Lawyer's people,
a division of the Nez Perce tribe. How Garry did this in a language foreign to him, is not clear, but there is a good deal of
testimony that Garry did teach in later years. The question is,
When did he begin teaching? "About ten years ago" is a very
convenient time, but also possibly a loose expression for several
years ago. There are two choices - some time in late 1829 or
early 1830 is the one alternative, which I have shown to be very
unlikely. The other alternative is 1832, which would have been
"seven years ago." Is seven years near enough to "about ten years
ago" to satisfy the Lawyer statement? I find it incredible that at
age sixteen, having come home for family reasons, and expecting to
return to Red River for some years for further instruction, he
should instruct the Nez Perces, in a language he did not know, and
thus satisfy the requirements of the influence we are seeking to
discover. I feel that a mythical Spokane Garry has been built up to
fill this need. If he had begun his work in 1829, it could not have
had the effect we are seeking to explain, as we shall make clear
below.
Another consideration which makes it even more unlikely that
Garry fulfilled the function ascribed to him by Drury, is that Garry
knew nothing about St. Louis, and that he would have motivated
the Nez Perces to go there is an impossible assumption. If he were
to send them anywhere, it certainly would have been to Red River, not to St. Louis.
Dr. Drury and some other writers on this topic appear to take
no account of the rivalry and hostility then existing between the
St. Louis trapper on the one hand, and the Hudson's Bay trappers
on the other hand. Rivalry had become intense after 1824 when
the Ashley trappers invaded Idaho country and the headwaters of
the Missouri, the Snake River, and other rivers of the Northwes~.
The Americans raided the territory, raised the prices paid to In-
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dians and free trappers for their beaver pelts, and tried to beat
the Canadian trappers to the best beaver waters.
In 1828 Jedediah Smith's men appeared at the Hudson's Bay
post at Fort Vancouver, asking for help in retrieving lost property
from the Umpqua Indians, after those Indians had killed most
of the Smith party. The Company gave him aid because, as McLoughlin makes clear in his records and rep01ts, it would not do
to let Indians get away with such an outrage - they must be
kept in fear of the white men. The Company was always hospitable, but it never put its own interests in jeopardy to do so. Thus,
when other American trappers appealed for food and supplies
in the Snake River country they were denied supplies of any sort.
Letters and other records of Chief Factor Mcloughlin, and Governor Simpson of the Company, make quite clear the hostility to the
American trappers.
The case is not that of going to this store or nearby city, to get
what one wants, rather than to this other store or this other city.
There were questions of Company prestige with the Indians, and
Company trade interests, which determined this matter now before
us. And it is crystal clear that the Company would never have
failed to encourage the Nez Perces to go to Red River, if they
had an opportunity to cement good relations between the Nez
Perces and the Company.
Dr. Drury objects to this, saying Dr. McLoughlin stated to Jason
Lee, the American missionary, that the Company never took passengers on their express expedition to Red River. The truth is
otherwise. In 1829 the express took 10 passengers, among whom
were several youths who were carried to Red River for a purpose
similar to that of the Nez Perce mission, to secure religious knowledge. Had the Nez Perces asked for passage, it is most likely
in view of what we know of Company policy, that they would
have been taken to Red River.
To summarize this point: A ward of the Company, preaching
to the Nez Perces, if he had done so, would have told them that
his Bible and his knowledge were secured at Red River Settlement.
The result of this influence could by no stretch of imagination
have sent them to St. Louis.
The case requires a person of considerable influence with the
Nez Perce, who was oriented to St. Louis, who was a Christian,
and if possible one who had a Bible. Let those who have a candidate for this personage come forward with their nominations. Mine
is Jedediah Smith, who meets all these requirements; he is the
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only person we know who does meet them.
To summarize in closing: Garry knew there were Bibles and
teachers at Red River; he knew nothing similar about St. Louis.
If he had taught his people in 1829, the result would have been
an expedition to Red River. He probably did not teach in 1829,
but after he returned in 1832, which is too late to have influenced
the mission. So, on both counts, the influence back of the St. Louis
mission was not Spokane Garry. On the other hand there is a
probability that Jedediah Smith was the person of influence in the
case. No other known person fits the requirements.
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Jedediah Smith's Elder Brother, Ralph
DR.

MATTHEW

D.

SMITH

Ralph Smith, the little known big brother of the famous trapper
and explorer, Jedediah Strong Smith, was a great influence in
shaping his younger brother's life. Jed was the fifth child in a
family of ten. He had five younger brothers but only the one older
brother. An interval of five years separated these two brothers in
age. So it was only natural for the younger one to look up to big
brother Ralph for guidance and assistance. And Jed did that to a
remarkable degree. This fact is amply borne out by later events.
Both brothers were with Commodore Perry in the Battle of
Lake Erie in the War of 1812. 1 Ralph, a young man of nineteen,
was in the militia. Jedediah, a mere stripling of fourteen, served as
clerk on one of the ships. He was very likely commended to the
care of Ralph by his solicitous parents.
Later in life, when Jedediah was fully engaged in the arduous
labors as head of the fur company known as Smith, Jackson &
Sublette, he frequently sought the advice and aid of his brother
Ralph. In fact he wrote more frequently to him than to anyone
else. Four of these letters have been preserved, while only one
of those he wrote to his parents is in existence today. 2
It was to Ralph that Jedediah wrote to inquire about the health
of his parents and to him he entrusted funds for their care. He
also sent by him messages for his former tutor and valued friend,
Dr. Titus Gordon Vespasian Simons. One such letter which Jed
wrote to Ralph on December 24, 1829, contains the following
sentence: "When you write do not omit letting me know how
Dr. Simons is."3 And in a postcript to the same letter he wrote:
"Our parents must receive our beneficence, and if Dr. Simons is in
want I wish him to be helped" and again,"! wish you to consult
Dr. Simons on the method of educating our brothers."
At a later date (September 10, 1830), Jedediah wrote, " I am
indebted to Dr. Simons for his epistle dated March 15, 1830, and
I wish you to express my gratitude in becoming terms of respect
. . . how happy should I consider myself if I could again be
allowed the privilege of spending some time with my much esteemed Friend."4
In a letter to Ralph on January 26, 1831, Jedediah again mentioned Dr. Simons and his father in these terms: "According to
the common course of things he (Dr. Simons) must soon be in
5.3

the wane of life and between him and my Father we must make
no difference, but let us endeavor to ease and comfort them, to
pour on oil and balm into the wounds, made by the relentless
hand of Time, the pleasing thought cheers me to shed tears of
joy . .. It gave me great pleasure to learn that the children, under
the charge of Dr. Simons, were making fine progress. I am not
surprised at this, for how could it be otherwise with children
placed under so good a teacher." 5
To big brother Ralph, Jedediah confided his deepest religious
feelings. On December 24, 1829 he wrote, "As it respects my
Spiritual welfare, I hardly durst speak. I find myself one of the
most ungrateful, unthankful creatures imaginable. Oh when shall
I be under the care of a Christian Church? I have need of your
prayers, I wish our society to bear me up before a throne of
Grace."6 Other examples of this opening of his heart to big
brother Ralph could be cited. But enough has been given to show
their close relationship.
Ezra Delos Smith, a grandson of Ralph, wrote a biography of
Jedediah Strong Smith, which has never been published. It is
now in the Bancroft Library of the University of California. Although it was available, neither Maurice Sullivan nor Dale Morgan made much use of it in their biographies of the great explorer, because of the inaccuracies which it contains. 7 E. D. Smith
frankly states that much of the material in the biography he obtained from stories his grandmother, Louisa Levina Simons Smith,
told him when he was a small boy.
But the information which E. D . Smith collected and wrote
about his grandfather Ralph is much more reliable, because the
grandparents went to live with Delos' parents, Ira Austin and
Maria Isbell, shortly after they were married in 1854. Delos was
twelve years old when his grandfather Ralph died and twenty
when his grandmother Louise passed on in 1867. She had continued to live with Delos' family until just a few months before she
died.8
The Smith and Simons families must have been living as neighbors at Northeast Township, Erie County Pennsylvania, during the
period of 1811 to 1816, for that was when Ralph became acquainted with Louisa Levina Simons and married her on January 8, 1815.!1
Since her father, Dr. Simons, was already a widower at that time
it seems quite probable that he made his home with them from
that time on. 10
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Considerable information on the history of the Smith and Simons family in Ohio from about 1816 until around 1827 is given
by D. W. Garber in his article on "Jedediah Strong Smith: at
Home in Ohio" in the Pacific Historian, Spring 1972. In this
article, he states that the families moved from Perrysville to Mohican, Plaine Township, Wayne Co., in 1822.
A little. more light is shed on Ralph's family from an old account book which he kept from 1840 to 1844 and later it was continued by his son Walter Loraine from 1849 to 1860. This account
book has been in the possession of the Walter Smith branch of
the family up to the present time. From these records it is evident
that Ralph and several of his sisters and their families continued
to live at Mohican until 1844. 11 However, their father, Jedediah,
Sr., and his daughter Eunice with her husband Solomon A. Simons
had moved to Ashtabula, Ohio around 1827. 12
In the preface to E. D. Smith's unpublished biography of Jedediah Strong Smith, he makes this statement about the two families during this period of their lives at Mohican : "On Ralph
Smith's farm and near to his own (Dr. Simons') log residence
was erected another one also of logs, used as a schoolroom,
where Dr. Simons taught the children of Ralph Smith as well as
others who came from a distance. This schoolroom and teaching
was only the continuance of what Dr. Simons had been doing before the marriage of his daughter to Ralph, for he had been tutor
of Ralph and Jedediah S. Smith."13
A careful study of Ralph's account book reveals some additional information about the family's movements. The earliest entries
in the account book were made by Ralph in March 1840, and bear
the caption of Mohican, Ohio. These were for wood which was apparently sold to three neighbors: Joseph Hibbard, Belding Kellog
and S. Spencer.I4
No entries were made in the account book during the years
1841, 1842 and 1843. But in 1844 entries were recorded for the sale
of merchandise to eight different persons on dates varying from
March to September. Three of these purchasers were close relatives: Robert P. Helman, the husband of Ralph's daughter, Juliet
Marvel; Joseph Vetter, the husband of another daughter, Louisa
Matilda; and Edward Davis, the husband of Ralph's sister, Betsey.IG What do these records actually indicate? We do know that
Ralph's eldest son, Cyrus, went into the mercantile business about
this time, and that Ralph had a financial interest in it.16 Are these
accounts connected with Cyrus' store? Or are they accounts of ex-
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changes among relatives and neighbors, a surmise which seems
more probable, since the accounts are too few to represent the
business of even a pioneer store. Cyrus surely kept his own charge
accounts.
We are safe in concluding that the Smith family moved to Iowa
later in the same year of 1844 because the next entries in Ralph's
account book bear the heading of Mt. Pleasant, Iowa.l 7 What
caused this migration? Was it because of the failure of the store?
And if so, why did Cyrus stay in Ohio while the others moved to
Iowa?
E. D . Smith believed that there was a connection between the
two events. In an article which he wrote for a cousin, Mrs. Mabel
Startzer, in 1907, entitled, "Traditional History of the Children of
Jedediah Smith," he made the following statement: "his (Ralph's)
oldest son, Cyrus, thought that merchandising was his forte, and
was apprenticed to a local merchant. Then Ralph . . . bought a
stock of goods and placed Cyrus in charge as manager. Cyrus
overbought his market and trusted out too many goods, the result
being that he failed . Ralph lost his farm ."1 8
The closing of the store and the loss of the farm would seem to
explain the decision for the move to Iowa where cheap land was
available in 1844. It was the frontier of that period.
The next entries in the account book bear the date of November
12, 1844 and the heading of Mt. Pleasant, Iowa. One account
credits Harmon Helman (brother of Robert) with "22Jf days of
wagoning." Presumably he drove one of the wagons for Ralph
on the journey from Ohio to Iowa. Another charges Moses Beers
with one day's work "at corn". These records show definitely that
Ralph and family went to Iowa in the fall of 1844, accompanied
by the Helmans and the Yetters.l 9 It is quite sure that Dr. Simons
went too, as well as one of his sons. His older son Solomon, husband of Ralph's sister Eunice, had already gone to that area at an
earlier date, and died there on February 27, 1842.20 During the
following year his widow, Eunice, had married Moses Beers, a
fairly prosperous citizen of Mount Pleasant. 21 Ralph's younger
brothers, Ira, Peter and Nelson were already living in that area. 22
Nelson had a store in Mt. Pleasant and, according to E. D. Smith,
Ralph and family lived in rooms over the store during that winter. 23
All records seem to agree that the Ralph Smith family moved
back to Ohio the next spring. The reasons are not clear. E. D.
Smith explains the short stay in Iowa thus: "Grandmother (Louisa)
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said that she was born among the Indians and she had had enough
of them. She was not satisfied. I think that the real reason was
that she could not bear to be the 'poor relation'." 24
The only source of information on the Smith and Simons families for the next five years is the comment which E. D . Smith
makes. He says, "Ralph and his tribe (all but Uncle Sol) pulled
out for Ohio in the spring ( 1845). They did not settle where they
had been but in a strange place. They rented farms and in the
spring put out crops. They must have appeared to be povertystricken, for the constable came with a notice which, as the saying
went, warned them off the county; meaning that if they failed to
make a living, the county would allow them to starve. Ralph told
the sheriff that he owed nothing, that his teams and his tools were
his, that he had asked no favors of the county and would not. But
he did not care to live among a people who were so inhuman . . .
They sold their crops on the ground, loaded their belongings into
their wagons and headed west again. They settled in Noble County, Indiana, and bought land there."25
During this period ( 1844-49) a change in leadership seems to
have taken place in the family. Ralph seems to have relinquished
his rightful place as head of the family and that responsibility
seems to have fallen on his son, Walter. An indication of this
is shown by the fact that the next record which appears in the
family account book was made by Walter, the 22-year-old son
of Ralph. It bears the date of April, 1849, at Allen (County) Indiana, which joins Noble County on the east. Walter kept this
record for the next ten years. 26
This first account in 1849 indicates that Walter did work for
a neighbor named A. J. Warner, cutting wood for him and also
working in his store.~~
But the entries for 1850 were made in Wisconsin and show that
Walter had moved there accompanied by his brothers-in-law,
Robert P. Helman and Joseph Yetter. Later entries during the
years from 1852 to 1860 show that these men made frequent trips
between Mifflin, Iowa County, Wisconsin, and Noble County,
Indiana.28
Ralph did not make the journey to Wisconsin but went instead
to Michigan. In fact the families split up into three groups about
this time. The Simons family continued to live in Indiana and Dr.
Simons died at Kendalville, Noble County, on December 13,
1851. 29
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The Robert P. Helman family moved back to Indiana. The account book shows that Helman and Mott were running a store
at Decalb in 1852. Matthew H. Mott had married Ralph's daughter Sylvia Ann in 1846.30
As noted previously, Ralph's younger son, Ira Austin, had married Maria Isbell on March 1, 1854. The young couple continued
to live with Ira's parents. When Ira decided to strike for himself
they moved to Carlisle, Eaton County, Michigan. By that time
the family arrangements were turned around and the parents,
Ralph and Louisa, were living with the children, Ira and MariaP
In actual fact Ralph had become increasingly dependent upon
his children sometime before this move was made. Shortly after
Walter had moved to Wisconsin he wrote a letter to his father
giving him advice about the farming operations. The letter is
dated January 21, 1852, at Mifflin, Wisconsin, and contains this
significant paragraph : "You want to know what to do. I hardly
know what to tell you. You talk of taking a job. But I would
rather you would make some rails and clear off some of the trash
on the farm, and I will stand good for all of the necessaries you
have to buy, so go to work on the farm like a man and I will make
it right with you."32 Why should a son advise his father to 'go to
work like a man'?
In the same letter Walter wrote: "I will try to pay all debts
against the firm." The tone of the letter implies that Walter was
the head of 'the firm'. Who were members of the firm and in what
business was the firm engaged? There are a few references to
threshing for the neighborhood in the account book and it is possible that members of the family had purchased a horsepower
threshing outfit in Indiana. It is very sure that Walter did neighborhood threshing in Wisconsin. 33 But it is a matter of conjecture as
to whether Ralph became involved in any such venture in Indiana.
It may have been shortly after this time that Ralph suffered
an accident that crippled him for the rest of his life. He was trimming a piece of timber with an adz, when a splinter caused the
adz to glance off and strike him on the knee nearly severing the
leg. He spent the next three winters in bed as he slowly recovered,
and walked on crutches the rest of his life. During all of that time
he was living with his son Ira and family and died at their home in
Carlisle, Michigan on January 29, 1867.34
E. D . Smith was a twelve-year-old boy in the home where
his grandfather died. He was therefore drawing on firsthand
knowledge when he wrote: "Ralph Smith was very simple in his
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habits. Mush and milk was his choice for supper. He dressed well
but plain. (He) never used tobacco in any form but up to a
certain period drank whiskey moderately. . . Of very strong will
power, when he quit that was the end of it for him. He refused to
quarrel on any subject. . . He talked little and read and thought
much, hence (he) was a leader in his community. It was a common saying where he was known, 'as honest as Ralph Smith'. His
religion was one of the principles which he decided for himself
and lived by."35 Like other members of the family Ralph and his
wife were Methodists in good standing as shown by several communion tickets which are in possession of their descendants. 36
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FOR'S "Quarterbacking" of U.S.
Naval Policy In The Pacific 1933-39
BARBARA BENNETT PETERSEN

PART TWO
The central political question of the conference in London in
1930 was French security. vVithout an agreement assuring her of
additional security against Germany and against an increasingly
hostile Italy, France said that she would not adhere to any new
plan for naval limitation. Italy insisted on a parity that France
would not allow. Since Italy would accept no naval limitation that
would not include France, the main work fell to the United States,
Britain and Japan.
Before the conference had opened, Japan had asked for a higher
ratio in smaller warships than she had achieved in battleships at
Washington. Japan instructed her delegates at the London conference to press for the ratio of 10:10:7 on heavy cruisers and
smaller ships; Japan obtained her ratio demand in smaller ships
only. 24
The London Naval Treaty, signed April 22, 1930, extended the
holiday in the construction of capital ships agreed to at Washington for another five years. The treaty limited the tonnage of
cruisers, destroyers, and submarines, and established rules for
prohibiting unrestricted submarine warfare. The treaty contained
an "escalator clause" allowing each signatory to exceed the established limits if it believed the naval program of an outside
power endangered its security. 2 5
France and Italy did not sign Part III of the London Naval
Treaty which contained the section on naval ratios, hut signed the
other parts. Although weakened by the abstentions in relation to
Part III, the London Naval Treaty was the first limitation in all
categories of ships in the history of the world.
The London Naval Treaty was accepted by the United States,
Britain and Japan, but France and Italy were dissatisfied and refused to sign. In Tokyo, the Japanese Naval officials resented their
country's position of "inferiority" and denounced their government
for agreeing to the treaty over their opposition. The Japanese
government's ratification of the treaty led to a wave of domestic
violence which resulted in the assassination of the Premier and the
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fall of his government.26 The outcome, was that Japan kept building ships and France and Italy entered upon a naval arms race.
The London Naval Treaty had failed to shape a sound policy of
disarmament.
The important naval powers, with the exception of the United
States, built up to their treaty quotas and hence the American
Navy fell behind in relative power and efficiency.
The pattern for the early New Deal diplomacy was set during
an international conclave to which the Republicans had committed
their successors. The World Disarmament Conference had assembled on February 2, 1932. It was a league-sponsored commission
and the commission had diligently prepared a comprehensive disarmament blueprint only to have it promptly scrapped by the conference. At the time, Japan had moved into Manchuria and Shanghai and the major powers feared a reduction in armament. The
delegates were deadlocked within the first month. One of the
major issues was security for France. France refused to cut b>tck
on her arms without guarantees of security from a resurgent Germany. A recess was called and then the conferees returned to
Geneva in 1933. By now the situation was even more precarious,
as Japan had dropped out of the League and Hitler was Chancellor in Germany.
FDR made one final attempt to save the conference. 27 He dispatched Norman H. Davis, a soft-spoken businessman who made a
fortune in Cuban banking, to act as trouble shooter. Davis proposed a deal to the conference on May 22, 1938.
In return for a mutual pledge against aggression and an overall
reduction in arms, the U. S. would consult with other powers in
the event of crisis. If it occurred on the identity of the aggressor,
Washington would support League sanctions against the breaking
state. In view of the political climate within the U. S., this was as
far as the administration was willing to go. John Bassett Moore,
called even these modest proposals "a danger involving our very
independence." However, the U. S. proposal was too little, too late,
and the conference ended on October 14, 1933 with no provisions
for disarmament.
The first treaty of London, 1930, had provided that another
naval conference would be held in 1935. Britain maintained that
she needed a naval increase above the tonnage provided for in
1930.28 In Japan, naval equality with the major powers had become
a national shibboleth. France and Italy objected to the continua-
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tion of the ratio system and sent no delegation to the preliminary
talks of 1934.
In May, 1934, the British Cabinet Council considered preparations for the conference to be held in 1935 and invited the United
States and Japan to send representatives to London to carry on
preliminary and exploratory conversations which would be bilateral rather that trilateral. Both governments accepted the invitation, although Japan stated that she was prepared to deal with
questions of procedures only as its preparations on the substance
of the naval problem were not yet complete. Japan sent no delegation to the first session of talks held from June 18 to July
19, 1934. The second stage of talks was postponed until the arrival of the Japanese delegation on October 16, 1934 and the second
session lasted until December 19, 1934. In accordance with the
original British invitation, the procedure followed was that of separate Anglo-American, Anglo-Japanese and American-Japanese
talks. Except for the last day of the conference, no trilateral
meeting took place. 29
President Roosevelt sent instructions to the head of the American
delegation, Norman H. Davis, through a telegram which stated:
"The United States views the purpose of this conference to be to frame a
new treaty to replace and carry out the purposes of the present treaty of
London, 1930 . . . and to prevent the dangers and to reduce the burdens
inherent in competitive armament and to carry forward the work done by the
\Vashington Naval Conference . .. "'

In the same telegram of instructions to Davis, FDR stated that
he desired to maintain the ratio system established by the Washington conference and that he still supported the concept of comparative defensive needs between nations. He asked Davis,
"At the first opportunity, propose to the British and the Japanese a substantial proportional reduction in the present naval levels. I suggest a total tonnage reduction of 20% below existing treaty tonnage. If it is not possible to
agree to this percentage . . . seek a 15% or 10% or 5% reduction."

The President understood very well that "I cannot approve, nor
could I be willing to submit to the Senate
. any new treaty
calling for larger navies."~ 0
The United States State Department, during these preliminary
talks, had received reports from Joseph C. Grew, Ambassador to
Japan, that the militarists in the Japanese government were purg63

ing all those who opposed increasing naval armaments. 31 Grew also
stated as early as September 18, 1934, that he was "informed by
the Minister of Foreign Affairs yesterday that Japan has definitely
decided to give notice by December 31, 1934, to terminate the
Washington Naval Treaty."32 Grew further stated that the navy
officers in Tokyo had wanted to abrogate the Washington Treaty
immediately but that the civilian ministers wished to delay until
the October 1934 talks were held.
Norman Davis representing the American delegation at the
second London conference summarized the Japanese position as
presented by Japanese Admiral Yamamoto to the conference:
"We, (the Japanese), believe that the most appropriate method in the field
of naval armament is for us, the leading naval powers, to fix a 'common
upper limit' which in no case will be exceeded, but within which limit each
power would be free to equip itself in the manner and to the extent that
it seems necessary for its defensive needs."33

The major demand at the conference was for this common upper limit which would be the same for all powers. In effect the
Japanese were demanding parity with the United States and
Britain. Inevitably the United States and Japan would be therefore at loggerheads and could not agree. Japan was demanding
parity and the United States was committed to sustaining the ratio
system based on "comparative" defensive needs which were dissimilar between nations.
After reviewing the ideas of Admiral Yamamoto, the State Department communicated to Davis that Japan seemed "rigid and
uncompromising and was probably preparing for a walkout."n 4
Davis was to bear this in mind in the negotiations and not create
an opportunity for blame for a break in the conference to be placed
on the United States. Davis was reminded that the British position was still one of no solution or vacillation in relation to
Japan's demands. A policy of "wait and see" was to be adopted
by Davis.
By November 1934, the State Department understood that "there
is no chance of conciliation."3 ~ Secretary of State Hull firmly believed at "this point that Japan desired overwhelming naval supremacy in the Far East and that her intention was to dominate
the Orient. This recognition that an impasse had been reached in
London was also communicated from the State Department to
Ambassador Grew in Tokyo.36
After mid-November, the policy of the United States at the
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conference was directed toward not encouraging Japan to expect
any concession whatsoever nor to expect the conclusion of a new
treaty in the substitution for the Washington Treaty which would
not hold to the ratio system. Davis was instructed to make the
Japanese denounce the conference on their own responsibility. Cordell Hull cautioned Davis:
" . . . . in all events, it is our feeling that you should refrain from anything
which would diminish the embarrassment of the Japanese, as the time of
denunciation approaches, or which would associate the British or ourselves
with the act of denunciation."37

The United States had become convinced that the British policy of
mediation and placation of the Japanese was futile. 38 Davis communicated to Hull that he understood the situation and U. S. State
Department policy and that he would allow the moral onus to fall
justly on Japan.su
Norman Davis summarized the position of the United States
by the end of 1934 in a speech to a luncheon gathering of the
Association of American Correspondents on December 6, 1934.
Davis spoke of the necessity of "equality of security" rather than
the "equality of armaments." He summarized the purpose of the
conference as an attempt to continue collective security agreements
and maintain peace in the Pacific and Far East. He stated that
the United States would support the continuance of the ratio system and comparative defensive needs. 40
A stalemate had been reached. Japan refused to continue the
talks unless provision was made for a common upper limit. The
United States and Britain were unwilling to accept such a provision. Britain took the initiative to end the talks on December 19,
1934. 41 Japan then proceeded to the anticipated move by denouncing the Washington Treaty and served the United States with its
formal intent to do so on December 29, 1934.42
In October, 1935, Secretary of State Hull wrote to the British
Ambassador to the U. S., Bingham, suggesting the "desirability of
another naval conference."43 The naval treaties should not be allowed to terminate without some agreement to limit the arms
race. Hull restated that the United States would support both
qualitative and quantitative limitations. Bingham announced that
his government would summon a conference on December 2, 1935,
in London and that the United States, France, Japan, Italy and
Britain had been asked to attend.44
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The old point of conflict between the United States and Japan
however, had remained. As Edwin Neville, charge in Japan, wrote
to Hull: "No other formula has been devised to solve the conflict
between Japan's desire for a common upper limit and the United
States' desire for the virtual retention of the existing ratios."45
The Japanese Foreign Office agreed to come even though in the
preliminary talks they had insisted that the common upper limit
was going to be a quid pro quo for future talks. As the conference
was about to open, the parties were aware that the Washington
Naval limitations had been denounced by the Japanese and that
the London Naval limitations were due to expire. Thus, no limitations would be in effect after December 31 of 1936, unless some
fruitful terms could be reached at the present conference.
Secretary of State Hull sent a copy of a speech to Norman
Davis, again serving as the chairman of the American delegation,
to be delivered by Davis at the first plenary session of the new
conference. It restated the position of the United States.
"No nation desires to enter a naval race . . . no government can afford
the responsibility for inaugurating it. Our task during the coming weeks
is to make it unnecessary. On behalf of my Government, I declare emphatically that the United States will not take the initiative in naval competition. We want no naval increase. vVe want limitation and reduction."4G

Davis continued to say that the present building program of the
United States is essentially one of replacement. For ten years the
United States had ceased naval construction ( 1922-1932.) Under
present construction plans, the strengths allotted to the United
States under the London Treaty would not be attained until 1942.
Thus, he summarized, the United States has no desire to exceed
these limitations.
The Japanese delegation was headed by Admiral Nagano 47 and
in the opening session he suggested again, parity be granted to
Japan through a "common upper limit" and that the naval limit
be established as low as possible. He suggested that offensive
forces be scaled down and that non-menace forces be allowed to
be built up for defense. Also, from Japan's point of view, the
Philippines lay in line of very important waters and hence represented a constant threat to the Japanese mainland. Japan said
they did not covet the Philippines but they constituted one reason
why Japan found it difficult to recognize American superiority,
and a reason for Japan to build up her "defensive" forces . The
American delegation countered this with the suggestion that
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since the U. S. had more distant shores to protect, the U. S should
have more forces .
As the discussion wore on, the Japanese wanted to establish a
quantitative limitation first before any other limitations as to
quality of fighting vessels. The U. S. held fast to the ratio system
and would not relinquish parity to the Japanese. By December 17,
1935, the United States wanted to start qualitative limitations
such as the discussion on calibers of guns on vessels, and the Japanese still wanted to agree on parity first. 48 Hence, a repeat stalemate. Grew, in Tokyo, pointed out to Hull a discrepancy in views
between the Navy and the Foreign Office in Japan over what
course should be taken at the naval conference. There is a "lack
of unanimity in the government regarding methods and tactics
and the situation is shrouded in the usual fog."49
By mid-January of 1936, the British revealed that the Japanese
delegation had asked for immediate adjournment of the conference.50 Japan was unwilling to begin talks on qualitative restrictions without first securing agreement on a common upper limit
and formally withdrew from the conference on January 15, 1936. 51
The United States had stood behind its original thinking. Equal
armaments do not ensure equal security and the United States
would never abandon the ratios for the system of parity with
Japan. British cooperation with the U. S. was firmly granted;
Britain stood behind U. S. policies. 52
The United States, Britain and France nontheless agreed among
themselves to preserve the principle of naval limitation and signed
a three power pact on March 25, 1936 calling for qualitative rather
than quantitative limitation and restricting the size of different
classes of warships and the caliber of their guns. It also contained
an escape clause releas_ing each signatory from its limitations if
other nations exceeded them. The United States and Britain agreed
on the principle of naval equality among themselves, and the
United States retained the right to maintain naval superiority over
Japan. The treaty actually freed the Americans from any concern
over naval rivalry with Britain and France and allowed them to
concentrate on Japanese naval construction. However, since all
powers did not sign the new treaty, the London Naval Treaty of
1936 marked the collapse of the structure of naval limitation
built since 1922. After this period, Japan's naval budgets soared
to new heights and would force the United States to expand
its construction program by invoking the escape clause of the
newly signed treaty of 1936.
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Japan was asked directly by the United States government if
she would agree to limit her gun caliber to 14" on newly constructed ships. 53 This was of very great interest to the Navy Department which, after invoking the escape clause, was determining
whether to put 14" or 16" guns on the new U. S. capital ships.M
The Japanese refused to comply with the treaty limitation of 14"
guns since this would have meant a qualitative limitation without
the quantitative limitation that they had desired. 55 The United
States announced its intention to continue to build up its defensive
naval fleet and to mount 16" caliber guns. 56
In the spring of 1938, the United States wanted to exchange on
a reciprocal basis naval construction information with Japan. 57
These plans would have included current rates of naval construction, projections for the future and state the specifications - size
in tonnage, the gun mounts, the gun calibers and so forth. The
British and the French had agreed to this exchange of naval construction information with the United States. Japan refused to
enter into the exchange of information. 5 ~ The United States formally warned Japan that if she would not exchange construction information, it would be assumed that she was building beyond the
former limitations under the old London treaties. If Japan was
building up, the United States would have no recourse but to invoke the escape clause of the current London Treaty of 1936 and
start building beyond treaty strength to keep pace with Japan. 59
The United States invoked the escape clause or escalator clause
in the London Treaty of 1936 and started full construction. The
U.S. State Department communicated their intention to the governments of France, Canada, Japan, Italy and Britain.
Naval limitation was now unmistakably dead. Congress voted
the largest peacetime naval appropriations in its history, and the
Roosevelt administration began to build a two-ocean fleet, designed to be superior to the total navies of Japan, Germany and
Italy.
The failure of the naval limitations conferences illustrated to
Franklin Roosevelt the necessity of preparedness and especially
the need for a strong U. S. Navy. FDR seemed to swing back to
the first alternative that had been advanced by Woodrow Wilson
to preserve national security through reliance on its own military
strength. In the early days of the New Deal, when the country
and Congress supported isolationism, FDR used his many powers
of the Presidency to begin building the U. S. Navy long before
the last naval conference failed in 1935-1936, as the next section
reveals.
(To be Continued)
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President Roosevelt is an interested onlooker at a real Hawaiian
hukilau.
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The two young Roosevelts, Franklin ]r. and John enjoy an afternoon of canoeing and surf riding with friends in Hawaii. Reading
left to right Barbara Thompson, Franklin ]r., Duke Kahanamoku,
Louis Kahanamoku, I ohn Roosevelt, Dixie Thompson, Sam Kahanamoku, Lowell Dillingham, and David Kahanamoku.

Albert Kaaihili, stalwart Hawaiian, chosen to chauffeur the President's car on the Big Island (Hawaii) . He is shown displaying
the President's flag on the Presidential car.
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The President's two smiling sons, Franklin D. Jr. and John
Rooset'elt.

Outrigger racing canoes skim around the President's ship the
U. S. S. Houston in Honolulu harbor.

L~The President with Governor Joseph Boyd Poindexter seated beside
him, ready for the "round the island" auto tour of Oahu.
President Roosevelt spent July 24-28 1934 in Hawaii as part of his world
tour of U. S. Naval Bases. Pictures are courtesy of John Williams of the
HONOLULU STAR BULLETIN.
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Sidelights on David
Hewes and His Household
ALLEN

W. GoDDARD

In early 1865 a beautiful New York widow of thirty and her
daughter, eleven, left her city on a ship bound for San Francisco
via Cape Horn. Some years earlier her young husband, Franklin
Gray, had met with a fatal accident. Still unsettled were affairs
of his estate including California property. Mails were infrequent
and pioneer lawyers worked under many handicaps. The widow,
Matilda Gray, felt it imperative to appear in person for the disposition of the estate that was due her. She had enjoyed excellent
health in her earlier years but in the late sixties, possibly as a
result of the voyage, she suffered bronchial complications.
In San Francisco, finally, with her daughter, Franklina, she first
learned of the assassination of President Abraham Lincoln, a
shock to Californians of both Northern and Southern sympathies,
and to Matilda Gray, born in Warrenton, Virginia, but whose
home had been in New York for many years. She had been
spoken of as a gifted woman and charming hostess. Besides her
alert young daughter, Matilda, brought a touch of beauty and
New York social atmosphere to the Bay Area.
One of the first gentlemen of importance whom she met was
"The Maker of San Francisco," David Hewes. Hewes, with a small
amount of capital with which to begin, with business genius and
untiring energy, had leveled Market Street, graded many others,
and reclaimed a portion of San Francisco Bay which was becoming the site of the city's commercial district. Already well-todo and in later years to become a millionaire, Hewes discovered
in Matilda Gray the woman he most wanted for his wife. He
was patient and willing to wait despite the fact that the event
would not take place for ten years.
Meanwhile Hewes knew she would not wish to travel to her
former home by the Cape Horn route. The transcontinental railroad was under construction. Travel to the East would be much
less difficult for Californians. Matilda would be most interested
in its completion. Matilda, he also felt, was the woman who
could allow him to realize in social and ceremonial affairs the
standing he was already achieving in business and civic matters.
The early years of their friendship must go with scant details,

73

David Hewes' Tomb at Mountain View, California.
but no one was more greatly appreciative of the completion of the
railroad across the nation than was David Hewes and he hoped
it would be equally attractive to the woman he loved. He aided
in the final linking ceremony, furnishing the famous golden spike
that was used with the polished laurel tie in the ceremony. It
would still be nearly six years before Matilda and he were to be
married.
In these years Franklina was growing up through her teens and
adapting herself to Western society probably much more easily
than could her mother. She also had begun to fill the place that
Hewes had hoped Matilda might fill - that of hostess when he
wished to entertain people of prominence. Matilda was not in the
best of health and so the place was open for Franklina to demonstrate her capacity for leadership in these matters. Franklina had
also become attracted to an Oakland banker, William S. Bartlett,
several years older than she was but one who was devoted to his
work and to his future wife.
By the summer of 1875, Hewes had completed plans for his wedding. Franklina also began her diary expressing the desire to see
New York and Europe - places that had been of the highest interest to her in her geography classes. Hewes and Matilda were
to be married first and Franklina looked forward to having Wil-
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Franklina Gray Bartlett in her bridal gown, 1878.
liam join them for a wedding ceremony in Italy. But the panic of
1875 was to interfere. William could not leave for the ceremony.
His bank required his services throughout the financial crisis.
What was planned to be a double honeymoon became a "threesome." Franklina's diary is still intact and in safekeeping with her
granddaughter - a treasured document - and when the two and
75

William S. Bartlett, Franklina's Husband, 1878.
one-half year honeymoon was over and all were back in California, plans were completed and Franklina Gray became Franklina
Bartlett.
The souvenirs of this honeymoon trip have already been reported, full size and miniature statues, valuable books dating back to
the 16th century, replicas of famous buildings, portraits and
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paintings, and a few of these are still in possession of Franklina's
granddaughter, Mrs. James Moore, of Costa Mesa. Among Franklina's (and her granddaughter's) choice souvenirs is that of a
large white lace shawl which was prepared by some forty needleworkers in Belgium at the time of her trip and one which of course
was to be worn when she was to be married to William Bartlett.
An event of interest occurred in Oakland during the time of
the "threesome" honeymoon in Europe. Dr. Adrian Ebell of Berlin
lectured to a group of prominent women of the need for "the
feminine mind for the systematic study of the exact sciences including music, art, and the languages." He founded an lnternation:tl Academy with the Oakland group the first unit; headquarters were to be in Berlin. Shortly after this Dr. Ebell passed away.
In recognition of his effort the Oakland ladies changed the name
to the Ebell Society and severed connections with Berlin. When
the "threesome" returned from the trip, Franklina became a member and made plans for her wedding to Bartlett.
As reported in the Oakland news clipping, March 26, 1878 A wedding characterized by quiet elegance and commendable good taste
occurred on Thursday last at the residence of Mr. D. Hewes, 1218 Oak St.,
Oakland, the contracting parties being Miss Franklina C. Gray, niece2 of
the host and Mr. vVilliam S. Bartlett of the National Gold and Trust Company . .. The large grounds were illuminated by hundreds of Chinese
lanterns . . . The rooms were beautifully decorated with smilax and flowers.
After the wedding which took place at half-past seven, a reception was
held in the large drawing room on the south of the house. The couple received their friends in the large bay window which fairly represented a
bower of flowers . . . The supper room was opened at nine o'clock when
tables loaded with fruits, confectionaries, ices, salads, etc. presented a
beautiful and tempting sight.
Mr. and Mrs. Bartlett left on the last train . . . and were driven to the
Palace . . . .

Mrs. James Moore's souvenirs also include the engraved wedding
reception invitation for March 21, 1878 and "at home" notice
for Tuesday, April 2 and Thursday, April 4 from 4 to 10 P.M.
Before and after the wedding Franklina had been active as
hostess to entertain Hewes' guests who included high state and
national officials. Reports from his Autobiography (Putnam p.
256) and from other sources indicate that President Rutherford
Hayes and former President U. S. Grant were honored at these
dinners. Franklina was mentioned as "a lady of rare accomplishments and charming disposition."33
Matilda's illness was described as "lung fever" (not tuberculosis). A warmer, dryer climate, was finally recommended. Both
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couples left Oakland and moved south in 1881. Hewes purchased
a house on Main and C Streets, Tustin, the same year and the
Bm·tletts bought a home, which no longer exists, on the northwest
corner of First and Tustin Avenue. About 1882 Bartlett helped
organize the Santa Ana Commercial Bank under the president,
Daniel Halladay. He became a member of the Board and held
the position of cashier.
Hewes was most considerate of his wife and friends. He and
Matilda donated land for the first Presbyterian church building in Tustin and Hewes underwrote its cost. ( Matilda was raised
a Presbyterian.) In 1882 he bought 820 acres of land north of
Tustin planted to barley and grapes. After his grape vines failed
with the disease that destroyed vineyards in the area he replaced
them with 600 acres of fruit trees.
Matilda's last weeks were difficult ones. She passed away January 3, 1887 at the age of fifty-one. Some time after her death,
her nephew, the Rev. Junius B. French, became pastor of the
Tustin church. A tribute to Matilda was published in a Richmond,
Virginia paper with the initials F.C.G.B., evidently Franklina's.4
Matilda requested of her daughter that she be buried in Greenwood cemetery, Brooklyn, where her first husband, Franklin
Gray, and also her mother, Sarah French, were buried. This
came as a blow to David Hewes who had preference for Mountain
View Cemetery, Oakland. Franklina saw that her mother's request was carried out. Hewes recovered from the initial disappointment and in later years erected a monument over this plot.
As other accounts have indicated Hewes had a second marriage

David Hewes
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The William Bartlett home, Los Angeles, 1906.
in 1889 - to Anna M. Lathrop, sister of Jane Stanford, wife of
former governor, and at that time Senator, Leland Stanford. They
were married in San Francisco in June 1889. By August 1892
Hewes was a widower a second time. A memorial volume dedicated to Anna was published by him the following year. 5
But to return to the Bartletts - later Franklina met with
former Oakland ladies in Los Angeles in November 1894 for the
purpose of forming an Ebell Society. The same month she became
temporary chairman and later president of the Ebell Society of
the Santa Ana Valley.
By 1897 William Bartlett left Santa Ana banking circles - he
had been asked to become president of the Los Angeles Union
Bank of Savings. The bank flourished under his administration
and became the German American Savings Bank in 1906. By 1910
his bank had increased in size from one of $130,000 in the 1890's to
some $13,000,000 and was the third largest in size in the city.
He and Franklina were the parents of three children and had a
large two-story estate-type home at 3200 West Adams Boulevard.
The home no longer exists but Franklina Moore, now in Costa
Mesa, has a large photograph showing its size and attractive
landscaping and proudly points out a second-story bedroom where
she was born in the 1920's. Her younger brother, she says, was
hospital-born as the trend was fast developing.
Incidentally while Franklina Bartlett was president of the
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Santa Ana Ebell, one of its sections was "Pacific Coast History."
The Bartletts' son, Lanier, became an author of historical novels,
one of which, Adios, published in 1929, had for its setting Rancho
Los Coyotes. It was later made into a motion picture, The Lash.
Through events in both Northern and Southern California the
Hewes personality remains vivid to those who knew or researched
his accomplishments. He even outlived his son-in-law by a year William Bartlett passed away in 1914, Hewes, July 23, 1915, aged
93. Hewes' private mausoleum at Mountain View, Oakland bears
his name and his final remains, and an avenue north of Tustin
leaves his name to be remembered by those in the area where
he spent most of the last thirty-four years of his life.
1
2
3
4

March 21, 1978
"niece" should have been reported "step-daughter."
March 26, 1878 news report of the nuptials
Hewes Geneology edited by Eben Putnam, privately printed, 1913,
pp. 193-195, republished the tribute to Matilda Hewes. The statement
regarding Matilda Hewes' nephew, the Rev. Junius B. French, was foot-

Franklina French Bartlett, 1924.
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Franklina French Moore, Great
Granddaughter, with Mrs. Bartlett's parasol.

note 25 on p . 193 of the same publication.
ibid. p. 195
The writer was activated to write "Sidelights'' after reading the earlier
articles on the "Golden Spike" and on David Hewes - Pacific Historian
1970 winter, summer and fall quarterlies, Volume 14, Nos. 1, 3, and 4
written by Robin Lampson, Jim Sleeper, and Ralph Hanson. He recalled
visiting Hewes Park still maintained many years after the death of David
Hewes and was fortunate to discover and interview on several occasions
Franklina French Moore and her family in Newport Beach. Mrs. Moore
was the great-granddaughter of Matilda Gray Hewes. In addition he wishes
to acknowledge aid from Mrs. Kyle Lyon, a former president of the Ebell
Society of the Santa Ana Valley and loan of the Society's histories of 1929
Society of the Santa Ana Valley and her loan of the Society's histories of
1929 and 1969, the latter entitled . . . . . . .
Diamond Anniversary History, 1894-1965, of the Ebell Society of the Santa
Ana Valley compiled by Mrs. Kyle A. Lyon and published by Dr. and Mrs.
Herman Basler.
5

In Addition:
Lieutenant Joshua Hewes, A New England Pioneer and Some of H is Descendants edited by Eban Putnam, J. F. Tapley Co., N. Y., 1913
Historic Place Names In Orange County by Don Meadows, 1965, Paisano
Press, Balboa Island, Calif. p. 70 item on "Hewes Park"
Adios, historical novel by Lanier Bartlett and Virginia Stivers Bartlett, William Morrow & Co., New York, 1929.
History of Santa Ana City and Valley, Illustrated, by Gardner & Moye,
Humphreys, Minter & Co. and others; Santa Ana, Calif. 1887. Photos by
Conaway and Hummel.

Allen and
Francelia Goddard.
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PACIFIC GROVE METHODIST CHURCH
AND EL CARMELO CEMETERY
IRVIN

A.

ENGLE

Pacific Grove Methodism is more than a cemetery. The cemetery and church are our foci of interest because of circumstances
and priority. Pacific Grove Methodism stands high in the annals
of church life. The present adequate and lovely sanctuary and
education building are at the apex of a long and useful development. The climate of the coastal city of Pacific Grove offered a
respite from labor to those who lived and directed church life
in the less favorable climatic areas of the valleys and hills within
the Church Conference area. To begin with, Pacific Grove is most
picturesque. It is central of three towns on the Monterey Peninsula, all of which are on Highway 1 and ten miles from Highway
101 via Salinas.
The Pacific Grove Methodist Church and El Carmelo Cemetery
are a part of the heritage of the years, dating from 1875. The
church, the Chautauqua, a Methodist retirement home (Forest
Hill Manor), and the town grew up together amid pines and the
ocean breakers. Some of the greatest lecturers, singers and entertainers of the chautauqua circuit found a sounding board here.
Many ministers' families had cottages primly placed around the
auditorium grounds. For years the ministers and laymen assembled
here for the Annual Conference session. When the railroad came
to the area, a regular stop was at the camp grounds. Nearby was
everything needed to make a community.
As a part of the complex, a cemetery association was formed.
On September 21, 1911 a deed for the cemetery was granted to
the California Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church.
In 1945 the Conference Trustees deeded the ground to the city
of Pacific Grove with a portion reserved for burials by members
of the Conference in return for which the city guaranteed perpetual care. The cemetery property has been regarded as a memorial park with some monuments preserved as symbols of earlier
care and memories.
Burials from earlier church families date from birthdays of
1851 and include the Drapers, the John Olsons, the Farr family
and the Tuttle family. The Rev. Frank C. Farrand fifteen or more
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other Conference members are interred there.
The Pacific Grove Church is known as the "Founding Church".
It founded a retreat city and named it. It organized a chautauqua
and ran it. It held a camp meeting and attended it by the
hundreds. Its auditoriums and homes furnished a seat of the Annual Conference. It offered an area for summer homes for ministers
and laymen. Lastly, it founded a cemetery in which to lay away
its deceased loved ones.
The Methodist Episcopal Church had some great camp meetings
at varying places. Her open air preachers knew how to handle
consecutive groups for successive days of camping-style singing
and worshiping. In the main, however, the Methodist Episcopal
Church stayed closer to stated church services and a modified
worship program to suit the needs of the people. One of the notable exceptions to this program was the camp meeting preaching
and chautauqua program at Pacific Grove.
The following statement made at the time of dedicating its
new church building verifies these things. "In a clump of trees
to. the east of the sanctuary is a large rock on which has been
placed a plaque telling of the beginning of the city of PaCific
Grove."
"On June 1, 1875, a group of ministers and members of the
Methodist Episcopal Church met at the Howard Street Methodist
Episcopal Church in San Francisco, with Bishop J. T. Pec;:k presiding, to form the Pacific Grove Retreat, a camp ground for many
summer religious meetings, the Chautauqua, State Sabbath School,
W . C. T. U., musicals and other organizations.
"Church services were held for a time in a small cottage. In
1881 Chautauqua Hall or 'Old Chapel' was built at the corner of
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17th and Central and was used for church services by the Methodists in the morning and the Episcopalians in the afternoon.
WORDING OF PLAQUE
Founding of Pacific Grove
June 1, 1875
By Ministers and Members of
Methodist Episcopal Church
BishGp J. T. Peck, Presiding
Corner-stone of Methodist Episcopal Church Laid
June 21, 1888
Marker placed by Grand Parlor
Native Daughters of the Golden West
February 22, 1953

"In 1888 the Assembly Hall was built and dedicated as a Methodist Church by Bishop Vincent who already had Chautauqua
fame. The Rev. Thomas Sinex was the first pastor. The church
served the members and the community for many years.
"Property was purchased to relocate the church at Sunset and
Seventeen-Mile Drives, and on Palm Sunday, 1962, ground was
broken at the new site. On Palm Sunday one year later, the first
service of worship was held in the new edifice. It was consecrated
by Bishop Donald Harvey Tippett on April 21, 1963.
'We are grateful to those who have gone before us and have
pioneered in the early Methodist Church in Pacific Grove. We
also pray for our future, that the faith of our fathers may be
born anew in us as we seek 'to serve the present age, His calling
to fulfill'."
Mission San Juan Capistrano is a bird loving city. In this, it
is in a category by itself. On St. John's Day swallows annually
gather there. They vary little in their pilgrimage, although a
few filter in for several days prior to the great bird influx.
At Pacific Grove there is another phenomenon, also nationally
recognized. This city is the "butterfly town". Annually the Monarch butterflies spend the last of their four stages of development
clinging to trees and making their color patterns lovely for naturalists and interested citizens.
Methodistically Pacific Grove was a late bloomer. Its area was
not. South a bit is the famous Carmel Mission, the last of the
eight Father Serra built and where he is entombed. To appreciate Pacific Grove one needs to see Carmel and feel its history.
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Around the point, and leading to western seas is Asilomar of
Y. W. C. A. fame. On ample grounds are dormitories, classrooms,
a restaurant and lecture halls where teachers and scholars from the
world around gather seeking understanding to meet world problems.
Near the Methodist Church the toll gate to the Seventeen-Mile
Drive admits travelers to a wonderfully scenic area. Up hill, down
dale and along the beaches this winding roadway goes past
partially hidden mansions of the affluent, through areas of modest
homes occupied by professional people and tradesmen. Beautifully
endowed by canyons running into the sea, trees of health-giving
pungency, shadows covering garden, lawns and schools. Stores
and pleasure centers dot the wayside circled roadway of excitement and memories.
Adjacent to Pacific Grove, to the north, is Monterey, again
filled with history lore. There was the Alcalde's home. There once
was the State Capitol. There was early legislation. There is the
entrance to Monterey Bay swinging a lovely arc all the way to
Santa Cruz. Monterey had the old "Cannery Row" of John Steinbeck's stories. Monterey is the home of the fishing fleet which has
supplied sardines and other fish for the markets of the West.
On the swing around the arc is Fort Ord of military training
days. Beyond that is old Pajaro, now Watsonville, where was organized the fourth Methodist Church within the state. Its first
minister was Mr. Blaisdell who later became two term Governor
of Nevada.
At the north end of the bay is Santa Cruz, and its priority of
life where the Methodist Church, organized by William Taylor,
is numbered three or four, depending on the narrator.
If one is still looking for why the glory of Pacific Grove, let
him look a few miles east where lies the "salad bowl" of America
in the lovely, green and rich Salinas Valley. Through this valley
flows a river that is a river when it is not a river. A splendid
book of this generation calls it "The Upside Down River". That is
the Salinas. It is like a serpentine gopher of one's imagination. At
its whim, down under it goes leaving an empty channel only to
resurface later to ripple over the pebbly path to the sea.
This is the rich, memory laden life in and around Pacific Grove.
All of this answers the question, "Why did Methodists build a city
here and settle in it?" Pacific Grove was Methodist homes, built
for pleasant living and to enjoy the life with God, to satisfy the
inner drives of a good people. At Pacific Grove men played, work-
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ed at politics as a part of their religion, educated the "young fry"
and evangelized the unredeemed. There was a reason why Pacific
Grove became the Chautauqua of the West, why it became a
Methodist city, why it became a Conference retreat and the seat
of its Annual Conferences.
Pacific Grove still carries on the chautauqua type talent in the
portrayal of pageantry of highest rank. Signifying the close of the
Chautauqua, at season's end, summer residents began to close
their homes to go back to their workaday world. Before they left,
they celebrated, with joy unabated, their summer friendship and
experiences. Fireworks day and night added to the hilarity. Out
of this grew the now expanded celebration of "The Feast of
Lanterns" in mid-summer. Central to the Legend of the Lanterns
is the legend which gives oriental flavor to the celebration. The
introduction of the pageant follows:
"Through hundreds of years in many countries variations of the
search by lantern for a ruler's lost daughter has been told in art,
song and story. Most widely known is one on 'Willow Plate Pattern' of China. Mandarin's daughter fell in love with her father's
retainer and fled with him to be followed by her father and other
retainers searching with lanterns on bamboo poles over bridges
and along a lake for the lovers. Never found, but heard were two
turtle doves cooing. In the Pacific Grove version the lovers departed in the guise of Monarch Butterflies and return each winter.
"An Indian Legend told at Lake Chautauqua, New York, tells
of the flight of an Indian Princess with a young warrior. When
the Chief found them he exclaimed 'Chautauqua', meaning 'Here
She Is'. Pacific Grove's Feast of Lanterns began in 1905 following
the annual Chautauqua, a Methodist cultural summer session."
The Pacific Grove Methodist Church has been blesst with a
succession of ministerial leaders of quality. In turn these have
continued to direct the church in spiritual matters while cooperating to give an ecumenical tone to the former Methodist city. The
membership of the church also reflects community participation
as well as a nurturing program of the arts and culture in a cosmopolitan area.
Looking to the past one cannot forget that Pacific Grove was
a very religious town. Time has changed it into a city of secularized life with charm and grace which none would minimize.
Besides Forest Hill Manor, and not far from it, is the recently
built Canterbury House, a retirement residence sponsored by the
Epispocal denomination.
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The view from the Chapel window at Asilomar.
A visit to the area will be a high experience for history buffs.
It should be a must for the Methodist clansman.

Other Annual Conference designated Sites have had the romance of the early church. This Site wraps up the glories of romantic pioneering souls who dared to venture for their day.
There was gold in the hills and valleys of Pacific Grove. Men
sought it with hungering souls as others sought metallic gold in
the Mother Lode country. Unlike the gold of forty-nine, the gold
of Pacific Grove was of the heart. Through camp meeting and
church, man's seeking was rewarded. They celebrated it in gladsome security. No doubt, in religious ecstasy of the high emotional moments men went to excesses. None contributed to debauchery. No alcoholics were created. Youth and age at Pacific
Grove left a legacy of love, of sobriety, unselfishness and triumph.
They did that which many elsewhere did not do.
We dedicate the old church and cemetery Sites that none will
forget the sainted men and women who dared and carried out
what a generation needed in California. An archival plaque placed
here will perpetuate the memory of and love for civic and religious
leaders dating from the last century and moving through the first
quarter of the present one. We salute! All hail to the fathers and
mothers of Pacific Grove's justly famous Methodist life!
The registered Site number is 18, as recorded with the General
Conference Commission on Archives and History. This plaque
will bear witness to the fact that the "now" generation also cares.
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FROM THE lUO GRANDE TO THE ARCTIC: THE STORY
OF THE RICHFIELD OIL CORPORATION, by Charles S.
Jones. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1972. xix 364 pp.
Illustrations, maps, and index. $8.95. )
Reviewer ERLING A. ERICKSON, Associate Professor of History,
C. 0. P., University of the Pacific.
By the beginning of World War I the United States was well
on the way toward large scale dependence on the internal combustion engine for transportation. The automobile by 1915 was
more than a novelty and was slowly replacing the horse, and the
motorized truck was beginning to challenge the horse-drawn
wagon. (In 1915, auto registration stood at 2.3 million, while truck
registration was 158,000. ) One of the significant economic consequences of the "Age of Wheels" was the demand that autos
and trucks made for other goods and services. Chief among these
demands was that for petroleum products as motive fuel.
It was against this background that Lloyd Earnest Lockhart,
a general store proprietor and salesman for a small oil company,
moved into the marketing end of the petroleum industry. In 1915,
using borrowed capital, Lockhart purchased a discarded bulk oil
plant in El Paso, Texas for $6,500. He brought his younger brother into the business, christened the new firm the Rio Grande
Oil Company, and began advertising "Kerosene, gasoline, lubricating oils, cup greases," and other petroleum products to dealers
in Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona. To make deliveries the Lockhart brothers utilized a chain-drive Ford truck, equipped with a
202 gallon tank. All other bulk oil companies in El Paso at this
time were still using horse-drawn wagons.
The Rio Grande Oil Company was only one of a multitude
attempting to break into the lucrative petroleum market. However,
through luck and business acumen, the firm was more successful
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than most. Early luck came in securing a contract to supply large
amounts of petroleum products for General John J. Pershing's
punitive expedition into Mexico in search of Pancho Villa. More
important for the young company were intelligent decisions to
expand. These included moving the headquarters of the company
to Los Angeles to take advantage of the growing California market.
At the same time that Rio Grande was prospering, a young
California-based company, Richfield Oil, aggressively marketed
its p:·nducts by such sales devices as sponsoring auto, boat, and air
races. Through these activities Richfield acquired an important
asset for competing in a mass market- immediate brand recognition. However, because of unwise expansion and the onset of the
depression, Richfield foundered and eventually went into receivership. It was this chain of circumstances that brought Rio Grande
and Richfield together in 1937 in a merger that created a fully
integrated oil company (that is, dealing in all phases of the oil
business, from exploring and producing oil, to transportation, refining, wholesaling and retailing, and even making credit available to customers.)
The author of this book, the late Charles Stone Jones, had in
1918 become associated with the Rio Grande Oil Company, later
became its president, and with the merger of Rio Grande and
Richfield, became the president of the new Richfield Oil Company (so named to take advantage of the wide-spread market
recognition of the Richfield brand) . Jones served as president of
Richfield until 1962, then as chairman of the board until the
company's merger with the Atlantic Refining Company in 1965.
It is from this vantage point of a half-century of association with
Richfield and its predecessor companies, that Jones has related
the company's history. It is a colorful story, charting developments
from the modest beginning of the Lockhart brothers in El Paso
in 1915 to the corporate giant, Richfield Oil, exploring and discovering oil on the Alaskan North Slope in the 1960's. Jones has
related this story in a partisan manner, for he was naturally
sympathetic to the development of Richfield and the petroleum
industry. Thus if one is looking for a critical study of the growth
of the oil industry from the wild-catting days to the present, this
is not the book to consult. On the other hand, if one is interested
in an insider's view of the development of one of the corporate
giants of the oil industry, this book will provide a number of interesting and rewarding insights.
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POLYGAMY WAS BETTER THAN MONOTONY, by Paul Bailey. (Los Angeles: Westemlore Press, 1972.)
Reviewer: GAYLON L. CALDWELL, Professor of Political Science
and Provost, Elbert Covell College .
Outfit Aristotle's Metaphysics in a psychedelic cover and anglicize the title to something like Far Out and circulation would
certainly increase. This book has something in common with "Far
Out." The exquisite dust jacket outside, the superb primitive
sketches inside, and remembrances of past books by Paul Bailey
led me to expect 200 pages of those wonderful polygamy stories
which are a delightful and integral part of western lore. I found
some. But I also found this new book to be an autobiography
turned odyssey but always an apologia pro vita sua.
The first half is a rollicking romp through the author's boyhood
in a Utah town. One doesn't have to know the "Mormon Country"
to enjoy this part tremendously. The stories are extremely well
told and the necessary explanations of the "peculiar people" are
woven into the narrative so subtly that they might easily pass
foi part of the intentional humor. Any reader can relish accounts
of creativity in outhouse decor and many other such things; and,
if a first-hand acquaintance with the unique society is necessary
to grasp fully young Paul's discovery that even the staunchest
Mormon housewife can somehow produce forbidden tea and coffee in time of crisis, or sense the enormity of a boy being baptized with Indian tobacco in his pocket, the situations are funny
nevertheless. Did you know that Utah had some walled towns? Or
a flourishing Indian slave trade? These and other fascinating historical tidbits are here, too.
Then, half-way through the book and on a train somewhere
between American Fork and Grants Pass (the author calls this
chapter "Exodus from Zion" and one must have been a Utah
Mormon to fully appreciate that) the odyssey begins: Tragedy
replaces comedy as the thirteen-year-old undertakes the impossible quest to which· he (like many, many others) seems condemned
to dedicate the rest of his life. The tragic notes were early
discemible in the counterpoint: It isn't hard to predict that
trouble lies ahead for a sensitive youngster growing up in a town
where grandfather could live in overt polygamy (in defiance of
state and federal law) and remain the beloved aristocrat, but
where the hard-working father who uses tobacco habitually (in
defiance of priestly prescript) is consigned to outer darkness. Or
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consider the ostensibly droll scene of the father straddling the
potbellied stove, blowing smoke into it, because this is his only
alternative to indulging his vice on cold winter nights. Knowing
the patriarchal nature of the Mormon family, I found this frequently described spectacle more poignant than humorous and
expected a family situation like this would take its toll on the
boy. It does. So when crises explode where can the boy run? Try
as he might, he can't go "home" again - neither as boy nor man.
"All I've ever wanted to do is write well," the author confides ( p . 195.) He certainly demonstrates that he can in those
first hundred pages. The second hundred disclose that he has two
additional goals which apparently are equally important to him :
( 2) To write about the world of the Mormons, and ( 3) to have
the Mormon authorities applaud what he writes. This reviewer
sincerely hopes that Paul Bailey will abandon that third goal as
unworthy and get on with the second. No one can write well for
the censors.
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TELL THEM THEY LIE, THE SEQUOYAH MYTH, by Traveller Bird. (Los Angeles, California: Westernlore Publishers,
1971. 148 pp. $7.95.)
Reviewer: RoBERT E. SMITH, Oklahoma State University.
Sequoyah is one of the most famous American Indians in the
history of the United States. A majority of the school children in
America are able to identify Sequoyah as a famous Indian. According to Traveller Bird the man they know as Scquoyah is another Cherokee named Thomas Maw.
Bird, a direct descendant of Sequoyah and a freelance photographer, has spent ten years writing this book in an effort to
set the record straight. In addition to a case of mistaken identity,
the author contends that the real Sequoyah, alias George Guess,
did not accomplish all that is attributed to him by the white man.
Bird maintains that Sequoyah the scribe did not compose the
Cherokee alphabet, but only aided in maintaining the Cherokee
syllabary in a hostile world dominated by the whites.
The villains in this book are the whites and the Cherokees who
cooperated with the Anglo-Americans. The Cherokee compromisers served white interests and eventually betrayed their own people. Sequoyah stands as a symbol of courage as he attempts to
stem the white tide which threatens to overwhelm the Cherokees.
Although Bird mentions that he has gathered his information
from family records and government archives, the documentation
in the book is inadequate. His approach to the history of the life
of Sequoyah has added another dimension to the story which
will provide the reader with food for thought.

ATTENTION
CLERGYMEN AND LIBRARIANS OF THEOLOGICAL
SEMINARIES AND CHURCH RELATED COLLEGES
Dr. Drury's new work on Marcus and Narcissa Whitman is a major
contribution to the field of American Church History.
Dr. Whitman is the most widely publicized missionary in the history of the United States. Monuments and memorials have been
placed in his memory in ten different states. Dr. and Mrs. Whitman lost their Jives in an Indian massacre, November 29, 1847,
thus becoming the first Protestant martyrs in our country.
This is a source book of major importance.
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SACAJAWEA, By Harold P. Howard. (Norman: University of
Oklahoma Press, 1971. 218 pp. $4.95.)
Reviewer : RoBERT E. SMITH, Oklahoma State University
Sacajawea, a young Shoshoni Indian girl, has become one of the
most famous American Indians in American History. Unfortunately, the story of her life has remained cloaked in mystery. Much
is known about her participation in the Lewis and Clark Expedition, but the events in her life during the years after the conclusion of the epic journey are open to conjecture and legend.
Although a major portion of this fascinating book is devoted
to the Lewis and Clark Expedition, Harold P. Howard has attempted to present a picture of her entire life. After many years
of research, he is able to portray a creditable story. Sacajawea
emerges as the heroine and the vital role she played in the success
of the Expedition is evident. Accompanied by her ne'er-do-well
French-Canadian husband, Toussaint Charbonneau, and her infant son, Baptiste, she was able to perform her domestic duties in
addition to acting as guide and interpreter for Lewis and Clark.
The judicious use of footnotes which explain where the Expedition was located at various stages of the trek, enables the reader
to follow the route taken by Lewis and Clark.
Howard disagrees with the earlier versions of Sacajawea's later
life. He maintains that she went to St. Louis, Missouri, with
Charbonneau and Baptiste to visit William Clark. Clark made
arrangements for the financial support of Baptiste's education and
Charbonneau's farming venture. Unfortunately, the remainder of
Sacajawea's life remains an enigma.
The book is not well documented, and this fact casts some
doubt on the validity of Howard's assertions. Despite this shortcoming the book is an excellent work which provides the reader
with another interpretation of the American West.
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GOLD, by Jack London and Herbert Heron (Oakland, California:
Holmes Book Company, 1972. 101 pp. $7.50.)
Reviewer : HowARD LACHTMAN, Jack London bibliographer for

Western Amercan Literature, and graduate student, U. 0 . P.
Recent scholarship has added two new bibliographical entries to
the canon of Jack London's Northwest literature. In his excellent
new bibliography, The Fiction of Jack London (Texas Western
Press, 1972), Dale Walker announces the discovery of the lost
short story, "A Northland Miracle." Now comes James E. Sisson's
unearthing of London's unpublished play, Gold, a three act drama
written in collaboration with the colorful California actor, author,
producer, and sometime mayor of Carmel, Herbert Heron.
Never before in print, the play is a major "find" not only as a
first edition for the connoisseurship of scholars but as an entertainment offering the modem reader some idea of what romantic
thrills and dramatic chills (arctic variety) appealed - or were
designed to appeal - to audiences of an earlier, less sophisticated
era of American theatre. Highlights of the action include: a recitation of Poe's "Raven" sabotaged by a chorus of University of
California men in a turn-of-the-century football fight song against
arch-rival Stanford (Act I), a killing followed by a dramatic encounter between a runaway wife, her lover, and her husband (Act
II), and a lynching party interrupted only by a gold stampede
(Act III). Here, too, are dog sleds, greed, temperatures that
plunge to seventy-four below zero, fortunes and fair ladies to be
won, and a bearded villain of a San Francisco doctor whom it
might be a positive pleasure to hiss.
Originally based on Jack London's short story, "A Day's Lodging, Gold was first conceived by the London-Heron team in
1910. Subsequently, the trial scene in "The Man on the Other
Bank," one of the most exciting tales in London's Smoke Bellew
series, gave the playwrights a device for expanding the dramatic
action of the play and superimposing the combustible potential of
frontier justice upon the already detonated dilemma of a romantic triangle. This brand of double dynamite, highly explosive
for its intended audience. has of course lost some of its original
shock value, especially among those contemporary readers for
whom the ultimate possibilities of romance and violence are more
familiarly defined by free love and Vietnam. Nevertheless, the
transition from the university society satirized in the first act of
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the play to the precarious, unstable and unpredictable frontier
settlement of acts two and three generates the kind of dramatic
discrepancy and confrontation of forces that animates the best
of Jack London's writing. Here again the Northland becomes the
testing ground for characteristics which define the hero. And in
the heroic character of Richard Narramore, London strikes pay
dirt.
The preparation of James E. Sisson and the design of Graham
Mackintosh have combined to create an attractive new London
text. A splendid example of the all too rare art of fine printing,
the generally excellent format of this edition commends it to the
most discerning bibliophile. Even the portraits of the artist himself are not without a certain art: a blowup on the front wrapper
of an early ( 1900) photo of London achieves a quality both luminous and spectral, and London collectors will be particularly
delighted by the paired photographs inside the book's covers one of Jack as Young Author, contemplating his cigar I (and possibly also a story), and the second of the author attired as Yukon
Jack, the Klondike man of action, contemplating the land of the
long frost and the wastes of White Silence with all the wary
cunning of Malemute Kid. Indeed these two photos seem to link
and juxtapose neatly the two halves of London's nature - the
restless explorer who seeks the faraway country beyond imagining
and the creative storyteller who explores ideas and words to
map the mind's fabular territory. In Gold, these elements fuse
to form the high-spirited melodrama of one of London's best plays,
a glittering romp on the stage of adventure.
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I AM A SENSATION, edited and designed by Gerry Goldberg
and George Wright. (Toronto, McClelland and Stewart, Ltd.,
1971. $3.95. )

Reviewer: THEODOSIA BENJAMIN
This may be described as an anthology - or a scrapbook. It
comprises work of over two hundred writers, most of them poets,
ranging in time from John Donne to our contemporaries, and
varying in mood from Oliver Herford to Sylvia Plath. Among the
poems are bits of prose from the works of novelists, scientists,
theologians, and others. Some of those quoted are Kurt Vonnegut,
Margaret Mead, Robert Oppenheimer, Teilhard de Chardin, and
Timothy Leary.
Material has been grouped under such headings as "poems of
innocence, childhood, idiocy," or "poems about seeing history,
the future, visions and revisions." (Those under "poems of alienation, loneliness, and dislocation" are whimsically printed upside
down or sideways. ) A brief statement of the editors' philosophy
precedes each group of selections which consistently stress feeling, seeing, and those things which are uppermost in the minds
of so many today : the destruction of nature and the futility of war.
A few of the poems have western settings - "Crazy Horse the
Sioux" by Jim Burns, one each by Allen Ginsberg and Lawrence
Ferlinghetti, and D. H. Lawrence's "Mountain Lion."
Among the numerous illustrations are photographs, many of
which are stills from movies, drawings by William Blake, woodcuts by Lynn Ward, and portions of science-fiction comic books.
Although this book has been assembled in an imaginative
fashion and its illustrations are fantastic (in the original sense
of the word), a prosaic index would have been a helpful addition.

The Pacific Center for Western Historical Studies
announces its first Monograph
OWENS VALLEY AS I KNEW IT
THE STORY OF THE OWENS VALLEYLOS ANGELES WATER CONTROVERSY
BY R. CoKE WooD, PH.D .
Available at a pre-publication price of $4.00
After April 15, 1973, sale price is $4.25
Please add twenty-five cents for tax and handling.
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NORTH AMERICA DIVIDED: THE MEXICAN WAR, 18461848 by Seymour V. Conner and Odie B. Faulk. (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1971. viii 300 pp. Maps, bibliography,
index.)
Reviewer: GLENN W . PrucE, Sonoma State College.
This history of the war with Mexico is too brief for what the
authors attempt to accomplish. Of the 300 pages, only 183 are
given to the text. A more adequate treatment of the controversial
issues, however, would have made more obvious the problems
of this interpretive thesis. The book will be used primarily to refer to the bibliography of books and articles, 766 items divided
into subject categories with an alphabetical main entry list of
authors; it provides a convenient list for future students of the
war. It is titled an "Analytical Bibliography," but there is little
analysis. There are no comments on a large number of the items
and on others the comments are not very useful, as in the case of
the article in which the "analysis" is given in one word: "Preposterous." (274)/More serious is the falure to direct the reader's
attention to the most important items. Albert K. Weinberg's valuable study of ideas, Manifest Destiny: A Study in Nationalist
Expansionism, is listed with no comment, and the recent publication by Charles Sellers of the second volume in his biography
of James K. Polk, the best source on the political history of the
beginning of the war, is listed with the spare statement, "has
material on the election of 1844 and the war." ( 265) However,
many of the comments the authors do make express their interpretation very well, as in their statement on Hubert Howe Bancroft's History of Mexico: "Bancroft's interpretation of the causes
of the war is probably the most pro-Mexican and anti-American
of all." ( 252)
Conner and Faulk's history of the war is not anti-American. It
is an attempt to combat the "national belief th at the Mexican
conflict was wrong . . . ." (vi) The use of the past requires
conflicting interpretations based upon adequate investigation and
developed with force and persuasive reasoning. As the late
Pieter Geyl never tired of pointing out, "history is an argument."
Unfortunately, this book will not be very useful on this historical
problem; it adds little or nothing to the available literature on
the war, either in information or in interpretation, and the authors'
argument is not presented well.
97

Four histories of the war with Mexico have been published
within the last twenty-five years, by Alfred Hoyt Bill, Robert
Selph Henry, Otis A. Singletary, and Charles L. Dufour. Conner
and Faulk comment that Henry's book is "often called the best
modern work on the war . . . . " (190), but imply that recent
scholarship has made it outdated. It is still the "best modern
work," although there is need for a good history of the war.
Conner and Faulk draw heavily upon Justin H. Smith's War With
Mexico ( 1919) for their "pro-American" interpretation, as Henry
did, but Henry used the material much more effectively.
The writing in this book falls below reasonable standards. Apparently in an effort to write a popular book, the authors allow
themselves the use of loose and inexact colloquial expressions, and
they are devoted to cliches: Colonel Doniphan "had instilled a
healthy respect for Americans among Mexicans . . . . " ( 63);
Santa Ana took gold ornaments from the church to "fill his coffers" ( 119); "intrigue was the order of the day" ( 120); Nicholas
Trist "grasped time by the forelock" ( 167); "In 1846 anyone in
his right mind knew that the Texas claim to New Mexico was
silly . .. . " ( 26). The authors have much trouble with transitions in their narrative: "Now back to the winter of 1845-46"
( 27). I At times the language is simply clumsy and pretentious, as
in the statement that "officers worked for a cohesive military
semblance among the volunteers." ( 63)
There are a few misstatements of fact. Conner and Faulk write
that the "territory south of the Nueces, between the river and the
Rio Grande was totally unsettled . . . . " ( 25) The greater part
of the area was unsettled, but along the lower Rio Grande there
were Mexican farms north of the river, and those Mexican citizens set fire to their buildings and hay stacks and fled across the
river when the American army invaded the area. There are a few
typographical errors ( 16, 37, 104, 183), in a generally well printed
volume.
The fundamental inadequacy of the book derives from the
authors' failure to even attempt to understand and describe the
America of the 1840's. This is particularly apparent in their chapter on the opposition to the war in the United States. It was an
era of "expansion and reform," as historians have long pointed
out; it is impossible to understand the aggressive pressure leading
to war and the opposition to the war without an examination of
the forces stirring in the society.
The purpose of the authors is stated in the preface. They teach
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in the Southwest, and they complain: "The New England interpretation of the war (if there can be such) has dominated the
textbooks of American history to such an extent that even Southwestern college students believe that President James K. Polk deliberately provoked the conflict in order to expand the territorial
limits of the republic." (vi) The reader would suppose from some
of the prefatorial remarks that the authors found it an easy task
to correct these wrong views: "We deliberately chose not to footnote the narrative of this book, for the facts which we have incorporated are readily available to anyone pursuing the items in
this bibliography. To our astonishment, we found that the mass
of controversies . . . quickly faded when put under the glare of
historical research . . . . " (vii) There is, however, a curious
lack of clarity and consistency and lack of confidence in interpretation. In the narrative, there is no criticism of American diplomacy or military actions which led to war, but there is equivocation. The authors say " . . . for every bit of American guilt there
is matching Mexican guilt," (vi) and they conclude the chapter
on the "Origins of the War" by asking, "What, then, caused
the Mexican War?" and answer that it "is not possible to answer
this question without equivocation." ( 31) They conclude their
narrative with the statement: "Thus just as there is controversy
as to the origins or (sic) the war, there also might well be controversy as to its results." ( 183) The authors apparently could not
entirely convince themselves of the validity of the "pro-American"
interpretation of the war; the book is not likely to change the
minds of those Southwestern college students.

ATTENTION
CLERGYMEN AND LIBRARIANS OF THEOLOGICAL
SEMINARIES AND CHURCH RELATED COLLEGES
Dr. Drury's new work on Marcus and Narcissa Whitman is a major
contribution to the field of American Church History.
Dr. Whitman is the most widely publicized missionary in the his tory of the United States. :\1onuments and memorials have , been
placed in his memory in ten different states. Dr. and Mrs. Whitman lost their lives in an Indian massacre, November 29, 1847,
thus becoming the first Protestant martyrs in our country.
This is a source book of major importance.
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DISPOSSESSING THE AMERICAN INDIAN: INDIANS . AND
WHITES ON THE COLONIAL FRONTIER, by Wilbur R.
Jacobs. (Charles Scribner's Sons, New York, 1972. xiv plus
240 pp. Maps, illustrations, notes biliography, index. $7.95)
Reviewers: TRUDI J. EBLEN and JACK E. EBLEN, Johns Hopkins
University and University of Oklahoma.
DISPOSSESSING THE AMERICAN INDIAN is a collection
of previously published essays dealing with Indian-white relations
in North America during the pre-Revolutionary period. Jacobs
concentrates on British relations with the Eastern Woodland Indians and has assembled his essays into three groupings. The first
includes background essays on historical writing about Indianwhite relations, initial contacts between Europeans and Indians,
protohistoric Indian life and culture as recorded at the time of
first contacts and later, and contains a chapter on "French Skills in
Managing the Indians." The second group of essays treats Indianwhite conflicts and British policy dming the French and Indian
War and Pontiac's Uprising, and the two essays in the third offer
some generalizations about the impact of European colonialism on
indigenous populations throughout the world. There is also an
"Epilogue: What We Owe the (Eastern) Woodland Indians."
The first two groups of essays will be particularly interesting
to individuals unfamiliar with the basic history of Indian-white
relations during the American colonial period and should also have
a strong appeal to persons concerned about the present plight of
American Indians and the consequences of the waste and destruction of our environment. As Wilcomb E. Washburn puts it in a
dust-jacket testimonial, "Jacobs is an anthropologically-aware, ecologically-concerned and morally-committed historian." William N.
Fenton, in another, adds the suggestion that Jacobs may be "the
first . . . historian to apply the concept of cultural ecology to a
contact situation," and he may be correct insofar as the self-conscious use of the new terminology is concerned. It is worth noting,
however, that there is nothing novel about treating the expansion
of the American frontier and agricultural history in terms of environmental and ecological factors. It is thus Jacobs' emphasis,
arising from his explicit and subjective focus on exploited minorities and ecological phenomena, that makes the book unusual and
"timely."
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The first essay in the third group brings together all of the important facets of Anglo-American and British attitudes and policies toward the Indians during the colonial period and is probably the best essay in the book. In the next, and last one, Jacobs
attempts to make valid global generalizations about . Europeannon-European contacts purely on the basis of comparisons between
the experiences in colonial America and in Australia and New
Guinea. Not surprisingly, the attempt fizzles and the discussion
is embarrassingly shallow. Moreover, having opened the book by
scolding others for their imperfections, Jacobs closes it with an
Epilogue that drives home the point that no one is perfect. It is
characterized by a degree of sophomoric superficiality and an inexplicable credulity that, among other things, helps to perpetuate
notions of Indians having been super-human "noble savages."
Take page 163 as an example. Without critical evaluation, but apparent approval, he quotes Ezra Stiles, a Yale College President:
"I have often been told that a pregnant Squaw will turn aside &
deliver herself, & take up the Infant and wash it in a Brook and
walk off." While this undoubtedly happened occasionally it was
not common practice, and more importantly, both the woman and
child may well have died after such events, for we know that
maternal, childbirth and infant mortality were high among Indians as among all pre-modern and pre-industrial populations. In
the next sentences, Jacobs writes: "Since woodland Indian women suckled their babies for as long as three years, few Indian
children, reared on mother's milk, were deformed because of malnutrition. Furthermore, the arrival of babies was spaced." The
truth is that severe malnutrition invariably follows upon the overlong feeding of babies exclusively on milk, whatever the source.
If Indians had not supplemented breast feeding for as much as
two years, or more, malnutrition would have been more common
in the colonial period than in many parts of the world today. In
short, the absence of deformed individuals is not attributable to
breast feeding - which European women did too - but to the differential effects of infant mortality, the absence of certain diseases,
non-milk feeding habits prior to weaning, weaning practices, and
perhaps genetic inheritance and other unidentified variables.
Finally, extended lactation tends to inhibit conception, and this
should be kept in mind as a means of spacing children in addition
to the apparently more open use among Indians than ~hites of
abortion and the birth .control techniques to which Jacobs alludes.
The above quotations would not be so important were it not
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that they buttress Jacob's view that the stereotype, or "image," of
the "noble savage" had "a factual basis" ( p. 3). One reviewer,
who likes the stereotype but not the label, finds much in the book
to indicate that, for all his liberal compassion, Jacobs is at least
unconsciously ethnocentric. And indeed he does exhibit in a much
milder and certainly nonmalicious form, something akin to Francis
Parkman's particular blend of racial contempt for and morbid cultural fascination with the "noble savages" who, it will be noted,
are all lumped together. (Jacobs has edited much of Parkman's
writing and considers him to be "perhaps our greatest historian"
[p. 25]. ) Whether or not this has any significance, Jacobs does
not fall into the trap that the same reviewer did when that reviewer suggested we should return to nature and live as the Indians did long ago. One cannot help wondering if people who
make such suggestions would be willing to accept the consequences - of as many as one in three children dying before their
first birthday and of the average person living only to about age
thirty for example. As · Jacobs clearly sees, we cannot go back
even if we want to, for we cannot recreate the environment or
ecology of the past (or eradicate the disease vectors absent before the coming of the Europeans). What Jacobs advocates persuasively is that there was much to be admired and worthy of
imitation in the protohistoric cultures of Eastern Woodland Indians. In particular he feels it is crucial to their survival for white
Americans to incorporate into their thinking and actions the
deep appreciation that those Indians had for nature and the need
to maintain a balanced ecosystem.
Despite the criticisms and limitations noted above, this is a
valuable book for the general readers for whom it is intended,
written by a scholar who knows his subject and the sources thoroughly. And for those who want to read further, Jacobs has provided an especially appropriate bibliographic essay.

102

THE WESTERN PEACE OFFICER, by Frank Richard Prassel.
(University of Oklahoma Press, 1972. $8.95, hard cover, 330
pages, including illustration, notes, bibliography and index.)
Reviewer: WARREN H . ATHERTON, distinguished attorney, legionnaire, and benefactor of Stockton whose good deeds have
earned hint the honorary title of "Mr. Stockton."
THE WESTERN PEACE OFFI CER by Frank Prassel is a welldocumented story of the century-long struggle to establish law
as the way of life in the 17 Western States. This volume acquaints
us with the western peace officer not as a handsome, galloping,
shoot-from-the-hip hero, but instead as the solid guardian of his
community who won the grueling fight for peace and protection
by honest law enforcement.
The area to be policed was immense. It extended from Canada
to Mexico and from a North-South line from Fargo and Fort
Smith westerly to the Pacific Ocean. It embraced 1.7 million
square miles and is now occupied by seventeen states.
In the early 1800's this vast empire was sparsely peopled by
Indians for the most part hostile to whites. It was devoid of roads,
railroads and means of communication. No lines of jurisdiction
existed for courts or law men. Escape to the wilderness was wide
open.
What kind of laws and law enforcement travelled with the
trappers, miners, cattle men, plains farmers, sheepmen and townsmen who began the westerly advance?
Author Prassel points out that our pioneers brought to the West
the law they knew. That was Anglo Saxon law, brought to the colonies by English settlers and fitted to the needs of the United
States following separation from the mother country.
As the Western wave rolled toward the Rockies, pioneers improvised. If an area needed a Sheriff, they selected or elected
one even if the boundaries of his authority were hazy. If a town
needed law enforcement, a marshal or constable was authorized.
Frontiersmen moving into the Southwest found agencies of
Spanish heritage. They blended their ideas with what they found
and put the combination to work to protect people and property.
Organizations such as railroads, mines and cattlemen's associations
were frequently authorized to employ officers to protect their interests. U. S. Marshals deputized officers to assist local law enforcement, governors organized troops of rangers to combat ban103

dits and their followers. Most of the above were authorized to
bear arms and possessed power of arrest. Many had authority to
call citizens to serve on posses to apprehend criminals.
Slowly law and order made its way westward against bitter and
bloody Indian resistance, and spectacular hit and run bank robberies, stage coach and train holdups and cattle rustling.
Author Prassel makes an indelible mark when he states that
in the Westward trek most communities got the kind of law enforcement they wanted.
Cowboys, miners and woodsmen of the early days were mostly
single. They lived and worked in lonely isolation for long periods.
When they hit town they wanted girls, booze and gambling. The
towns that wanted to serve them and take their money winked
at the law and provided bordellos, saloons and gaming joints. In
contrast the citizens of Utah wanted law enforcement that upheld
the strict tenets of the Mormon Church. They got it.
Citizens who were not getting the kind of law enforcement they
liked formed vigilance committees, took control by force and
numbers and put into effect the kind of law they thought was
needed.
San Francisco in 1851 and 1856 was the outstanding example
of Government by Committee.
The truism that people can get the kind of law climate they enjoy most is best illustrated today by the fact that Nevada has
legalized super duper gambling of all types and varieties. She is
a partner therein to the extent of collecting taxes thereon. At the
same time Nevada is surrounded by five states in which gambling
is a crime.
Author Prassel's book paints a true picture of Western peace
officers as they lived and breathed and sought to serve their
communities and not as they have been romanticized by wild
west novels, movies and television heroics.
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A PRAYER FOR MODERNS
us surrender the man-shape of God; honor the intercessors.
Honor the Christ, the Buddha, Mohammed, the saints, the
prophets, the avatars, the mediators who comforted our ancestors in the childhood of the race. But surrender the mortalizcd
dream, made in the image of the Tribal Father shadowing the
remote beginnings of our religions. Who is worthy of compassing the Unknown Splendor which men have petitioned in
their single, small image through the suppliant centuries?
Go forward, my soul and soul of today, fatherless, alone, unafraid, with the weapons
of courage, the lenses of progressive truth, in the attempt to fmd the Great Common
Factor upon which all men may agree. Search beyond the beautiful configurations of
matter, the rocks of ages, the manifold wonders of earth, dear to the five shallow senses,
beyond the flaming fields of force, the majestic oceans of radiant energy, the Milky Spiral
with which we wheel and the meta-galaxies that are gyres on gyres of splendor vibrating
on the edge of unlighted space, if such unlighted space there be. Forward into everexpanding circles of magnificent realization, fearlessly through whatever vast and lonely
black abysses may lie beyond the fellowship of the suns, beyond the eave-systems and
frequency patterns which are but the latest conjectures of our infmitesimal minds, into
the fearful sublimity of the Absolutely Unknown.
If God be Space-Time, Eternal Energy or Gravitation, A Cauldron of Flame, or
Forces Unrealizable, Chance and not Divine Order, a jumble of self-moving energies
and not a First Principle, the Anima of the Atoms, Consciousness, Eternal Love in Process, the DIVINE ESSENCE of the Celts, divided but indivisible, if God be the Sum of
Our Striving Souls in a "creative evolution," if God be infinitely beyond our utmost
imaginings, the Forever and Ever Unfmdable, if God be nowhere.
Go forward, my soul, and soul of today, un-needful of personal salvations and immortalities, self-surrendered, magnificently merged with THE WHOLE, rejoicing in
the Glory that Seems and helping to kindle the Glory That Is Yet To Be!

JULIA COOLEY ALTROCCHI
July 4, 1893 ·November 23, 1972
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FACES OF GUATEMALA

Photos Courtesy of Dr. Charles A. Ainslie
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MAM CHRISTI AN CLINIC
San Juan Ostuncalco
Quezaltenango, Guatemala
Central America
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ETTA E. BOOTH, A.M.
Napa Collegiate Institute 1876; Professor of Graphic Arts from 1897
to 1936; Professor Emeritus 1936.
Diploma, Massachusetts School of Art, Boston; Student of Academie
Julian and Acedemie Deleclue, Paris; Solly Walter School of Illustration, San Francisco; Handicraft Guild, Minneapolis; New York
School of Fine and Applied Arts under Frank Alva Parsons; William
Chase, New York, 1914; A.M. College of the Pacific, 1925; Harvard
University, Summers 1928 and 1930.
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